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The address of the Saviour to the Apostle Peter, 
which is the subject of the following Commentary, 
is said to be cited, even by Protestants, for the 
purpose of justifying the assumption of the priestly 
title and office in the Christian Church. But 
there is no doubt of the fact, that this citation is 
most confidently made by the numerous body that 
attempt, thereby, to prove the sanctity of the 
spiritual and temporal dominion which, for so 
many ages, has been usurped by the Church of 
Rome. 

The examination of the text, which is thus 
claimed by the " sacerdotal " party, as, directly or 
indirectly, establishing a Christian priesthood, can- 
not, if scripturally conducted, be unprofitable to 
those who would ^^ add to" their ^' faith" the 
^'knowledge" which may enable them to with- 
stand a widely-spreading and ensnaring error. 

To earnest and honest inquirers after truth, 
the dryness, inseparable from an investigation of 
this nature, will prove no hindrance to its pur- 
suit ; to such readers is this dissertation, cordially 
and with much sympathy, addressed. 
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If it should be asked why '^priesthood" is 
made so prominent in the following pages, the 
reply is, that, without deducing this sacerdotal 
system from the text under consideration, the 
main support of the Romish domination would 
be wanting. For the temporal power is merely 
a result of the spiritual dominion over the souls 
of men which Rome has obtained ; and this 
spiritual rule is derived from the paramount 
influence of the priestly office. Wherefore, in 
tracing the matter to its source, it will be seen 
that the establishment of priesthood is a promi- 
nent, if not the main, object of the Romish inter- 
pretation of the Lord's address to His Apostle. 
The reasonableness of this supposition is appa- 
rent, if it be considered that the Minister, or 
Presbyter, being transformed into a priest, be- 
comes invested, not only with a mediatorial, but 
likewise with a vicarious, office, whereby the 
human becomes a divine agent; and man, ele- 
vated by his sacerdotal transformation into special 
fellowship with God, is removed beyond the reach 
of companionship with man, and made a partaker 
of the Divine prerogative, the priest having the 
Mark ii. 7. authority to condemn and to absolve. — And '* who 
canforgi'ee sins but God only ?" 

A vice-royalty, so great, so glorious, and so 
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readily attainable^ what soaring ambition could 
resist? To reach such a sublime position and 
such power, as well as pre-eminence, of what 
pleas would not aspiring man avail himself ? The 
address of the Saviour to the Apostle Peter has 
been supposed to indicate the means of ascent to 
this exaltation, and to supply the unquestionable 
title to its assumption. 

That the true interpretation of the address in 
question affords no warrant for these vast pre- 
tensions, which owe their support to an isolation 
of the text, and to an ignoring of the context, is 
shown by the simple, but wise and indispensable, 
rule of comparing Scripture with Scripture. To this 
process of investigation, alone, can the doctrinal 
difficulties, occasionally encountered in the Word 
of God, be expected to yield ; and to the ob- 
servance of this sacred law of interpretation the 
Divine Oracles have, themselves, invited the 
Christian ; and that, too, not in terms that might 
be deemed casual or general, but that are express 
and special. For it is the Lord, Himself, who has 
given the command to ''Search the Scriptures'* JohDv. 31 
And it is He who has declared that " the Word" 
shall judge the soul '' in the last day.** 

But this authoritative assertion of the absolute 
supremacy of Holy Scripture is, virtually, set aside 

B 2 
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and denied, when the truth, or error, of a doctrine 
is referred to the writings, sayings, councils, or 
decrees of fallible men, instead of being submitted 
to the infallible oracles of God. 

Well knowing how obnoxious to the priestly 
sentiment is the spiritus privatus (and more espe- 
cially when asserted by a layman), it might not 
be out of place to dilate, somewhat, upon this 
important point. It may, however, suflice to 
observe that while man's opinions, in religious 
matters, are dependent altogether upon their 
agreement with the Word of God, that inspired 
Word is self-authenticated, and needs no sanction 
from the opinions of man. Whatever, therefore, 
the decrees of councils, or the writings of the 
Fathers, may present, as worthy of belief, that 
worthiness of acceptance is solely attributable to 
an agreement with the inspired volume. The 
Christian who idly neglects, or superstitiously 
refuses, to test every doctrine by the only authentic 
standard which God has ordained, takes for granted 
that which it is his duty to prove, and thus 
trifles with an awful responsibility, for which an 
account must be eventually rendered at the Divine 
tribunal. This conclusion is inevitable, if there 
be no escape from the decision, that " every one of 
us shall give an account of himself to God;' and 



INTRODUCTION. IX 

that to '^ecery one of us' personally, and face to 
face, is addressed the searching question, " What U LTikex,26. 
vyritt&ii in the law ? hotc readest thou ? '* Can 
the individual responsibility, thus asserted, be 
evaded by the time-worn plea of the multiplicity 
of sects, and the diversity of creeds ; a plea, by the 
way, as common to infidels, as to many that 
profess the Christian faith ! But if it could be 
granted, that soundness of doctrine and unanimity 
of opinion pervaded the decrees of councils and the 
writings of the Fathers, yet, even then, the sove- 
reignty and the perfection, of the Divine Word, 
would be abased, by maintaining that the life- 
giving stream need not be received at the fountain 
head ; but filtered through the turbid traditions of 
men. 

Nor is this holy attribute, of the all-suificiency 
of the Scriptures — both to declare and to explain 
the mind and will of their Author — to be regarded 
as a deviation from the ordinary course of things ; 
since the meaning of every composition. Divine 
and human, is to be gathered from a comparison 
of its several statements, the author being the 
natural expositor of his own will and intentions ; 
*^ For," as the Apostle asks, "what man knoweth lCor.ii.ii. 
the things of a man, save the spirit of man which 
is in himV* Wherefore, it is a reasonable conclu- 
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sion that, as the Holy Scriptures are the revelation 
to man of the will and purpose of their Divine 
Author; and that as the Author Himself must be 
the best interpreter of His own supreme will, it is 
the duty and privilege of man to search the Scrip- 
tures, according to the Divine commandment; that, 
by the help of the Holy Spirit, grace may be 
obtained both " to know " and " to do the will 
ofGodr 

These views have been so powerftdly and so 
manftdly expressed by a late most gifted con- 
troversialist, and his sentiments are so perfectly 
in accordance with the principles maintained in 
this dissertation, that leave may be taken to 
close its introduction with the following quotation. 
It is an extract from a concluding speech upon 
the subject of the " Sacrifice of the Mass," which 
the writer, as chairman, had the privilege to hear 
delivered in front of the high altar in a Roman 
Catholic chapel. 

" I take," said the late Rev. Edward Totten- 
ham,* '* I take, as I said before, the testimony of 
^the oracles of God' above the discipline of 
secrecy in the early Church, or any other discipline. 

* ^* Authenticated Report of the Downside Discusswn,*' 
p. 470. London : J. G. & F. Rivington, St. Paul's Church 
Yard ; and J. Booker, New Bond Street. 1836. 
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I wish to stand by what that Word says, not- 
withstanding all the arguments that may be urged 
against us; for be it remembered that it is 
actually throwing dust into the people's eyes to 
refer them to the huge folios of the Fathers. 
How is a poor man ever to discover what he is 
to believe? Our opponents will tell him that 
Cyril, Theodoret, and Augustine said so and so ; 
and I can tell him that they and others said quite 
another thing.* It may be well for learned men 
to investigate this subject, who haioe the means of 
comiiig at the truths by a diligent examination of 
the evidence in question; but how is a poor un- 
lettered man to decide if he is to be guided by 
testimony similar to this, if such is to be the rule 

* It is a common taunt, that we depreciate the inteUectual 
and moral qualities, of those whom we refuse to regard as 
trustworthy guides, in matters of religion. So it was in the 
case of the eloquent disputant, whose language has just been 
quoted, and who replied to a charge of this kind as follows : — 

*' Mr, B. asserts that I sought to bring the Fathers into dis- 
repute. ThiSf certainly, was not my object. I said that some 
of tJiem, at least, were holy riien, as there are holy men at the 
present day ; and that we receive their testimony simply as wit- 
nesses to certain facts ; but do not like to take them as positive 
authorities. I do not undervalue them when legitimately em- 
ployed ; but I say that if Mr. Brown could produce to me this 
day any number of quotations he pleased from their writings, 
aTid I could produce a single clear text of Scripture, on the 
other side, I would fling the authority of the Fathers to the 
wind, and stand by the WORD OF GOD:* 

^ Authentica/ted Report;' cfec, <fec., p. 438. 
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by which he is to fonn his belief? We have the 
Bible, blessed be God, in our own language, at the 
present day ; and the prophet says — 

« 'To the LAW rather, and to THE TES- 
TIMONY : and if they speak not according to 
this wordy they shall not have the morning light.' 
— Isaiah viii. 20. — {Douay Version) 

" Be not bound, then, by the testimony of men, 
however valuable it may be in its place. They 
were, at the best, fallible; and most of you can 
never authenticate the evidence adduced from 
them, because most people are not in a capacity 
or situation to refer to those huge and immense 
folios; but you all can refer to THE BIBLE, 
zxA jvdge you, this day, on which side the power- 
ful testimony of the Word of God has been found 
in this matter.'* 

The zealous and faithful witness, to these import- 
ant truths, hath long since entered into his rest ; 
but his testimony to the all-sufficiency of Holy 
Scripture, as the " rule of faith,'' abideth and dieth 
not, — 

*^ And by it he, being deady yet speahethy — 
(Heb. xi. 4.) 

Batu, Junelbth, 1863. 
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Matthew xvi. 16, 17, 18, and 19, 



ERRATA. 

Page 53, marginal nferenoe— 27'or AetB ziL, read Aots zr. 
Page 81, line 23,~~For Alternation, read Altematiye. 
Page 82, marginal reference.— !?(»• laaiah U., read Lniah 1x1. 
PJhje 84, line l.—For And, surely, read Yet, surely. 
Page 92, at foot note.—IJ'or Tria. Sesa, read Trid. Sen. 
Rge 122, marginal reference —l?or PhiL IL 14, after James L 18 reoa 
PhiLiLie. 



In the examination ot tne aDove pomon or 
Holy Scripture, the first inquiry is, whether our 
Saviour's address to the Apostle is to be under- 
stood in a literal, or in a figurative, sense. And 
yet this question does not requii'e for its solution 
more than a passing notice of the structure of the 
language ; for a careful analysis, so needful on 
many occasions, is needless upon this, since, at a 
glance, it may be observed that the sacred text is 
figurative from first to last. 

The recognised canon of biblical interpretation, 
exacts a literal sense of passages that, consistently 
with reason and a due regard for the context, may 
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bear a literal meaning. In the instance under 
consideration, a literal interpretation is inadmis- 
sible, simply because it would be irrational ; for 
the Apostle Peter would really be an inert mineral 
substance ; " The gates ofhdl " material structures; 
^^The kingdom of heaven" an enclosed space, 
secured by locks, and to which access is to be 
obtained by " keys;'' and, lastly, it would be the 
office of an Apostle to fasten and undo material 
bonds. Admitting, therefore, the Lord's address 
to be purely figurative, the next subject of remark 
is the special application to His disciple of the 
surname, " Peter," 

^'PETEOS"— A "STONE/' 

The metaphor here employed either relates to 
the Apostle, as forming, in whole or in part, the 
foundation of that spiritual edifice " the Church ;" 
or as constituting a portion of the superstructure, 
2. Cop. Christians, collectively, being designated a " tem- 
ple of the living God," and " a habitation of 
God through the Spirit;" — or, as St. Peter himself 
1. Pet ii5. declares, in addressing the Church, ^' Ye also, as 
lively stones, are built up a spiritual house," ^ ^ 
* * * * In this instance it is reasonably 
concluded that the figure has relation to the 
former, rather than to the latter, subject, and to the 
foundational, rather than to the superstructural, 
meaning. 

And, here, it may be weU to observe that, in the 
metaphorical language of the Holy Scriptures, the 
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same expressions may have a diversity of sense 
and application. It is so with this tenn ^'foun- 
dation*' For instance ; St. Panl anploys it to 
denote the established and predetermined purpose 
and foreknowledge of God, when it is said, " The 2 Tim. iL 
foundation of God standeih sure, hamng this 
seal, The Lord knoweth them that are His'' 
The same architectural figure is, likewise, used to 
signify the security of the soul, established upon 
sound doctrine, as derived from directly inspired 
teaching, whereby the believer is '^ edified ;" being, 
thereby, '^ built upon the foundation of the Apostles Eph. ii. 20. 
and prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the 
chief corner stone." And, again, the metaphor is 
used in the sense of first principles, or elementary 
instruction, — " Not laying again the foundation of Heb. vi. l. 
repentance from dead works, and of faith towards 
Godr 

From these scriptural illustrations, of the sense 
in which the term may be understood, it may be 
inferred that if Peter, the ** Stone," be the *^ foun- 
dation" on which the Church is " built," he is so, 
not ecclesiastically, nor, still less so, in the vicarious 
and substitutional sense, but, in that of doctrine. 
It follows, from these premisses, that the Church, 
being ** built upon the foundation of the Apostles 
and prophets^ is not built upon any one Apostle, 
or prophet, but upon several. Wherefore it is 
concluded that Peter, alone, and by himself, cannot, 
in reason, or by Scripture, be considered as the 
foundation of the Church. Whether, therefore, this 
Apostle be regarded in his individual character, as 
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a believer, and consequently as one of those who 
are called ^' lively stones" — and so forming a part of 
the superstructure — or be considered in his minis- 
terial capacity as a teacher, and thus being " a 
stone,** in common with others, in a like position, 
we look upon him, figuratively, espart of a foun- 
dation ; in neither case does Peter stand alone, but 
in companionship with others, who, as Apostles and 
" witnesses," are, each and all of them, as necessary 
to the support of the Church as he is himself. 

It is obvious, therefore, that, in whatever light, 
or position, the metaphorical image be regarded, 
either in connexion with the foundation of the 
Church, or as a part of the Church itself, it is 
impossible, under the fullest blaze of scriptural 
light that can be brought to bear on the subject, 
to discern, in this designation of the Apostle, 
*' Simeon,'* the faintest shadow of hierarchal dignity 
or supremacy. To be supreme, there must be 
isolation of position. But this Apostle by no 
means can be shown to stand alone ; for, as an 
inspired teacher, his office is one of association. 
And although the surname " a Stone" be given to 
Peter, alone, it is figuratively applicable to every 
member of the sacred company, whether they be 
preachers of the word of God, or hearers only, who, 
as '' lively stones," are ^' edified'' and '^ built up " 
thereby. 

The adoption, by Peter and Paul, of the archi- 
tectural figures, employed by their Divine Master, 
makes the words, ^^ stone,'' ''built," ''housed' 
''habitation," ^'temple" ''fotmdation,'' ^oii\iffm, 
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more or less, illustrative of the one idea and pur- 
pose. This metaphorical language, it must, like- 
wise, be observed, to be correctly construed, must 
be submitted, not to the rules of syntax only, but 
to the appropriate laws of rhetoric also. In com- 
pliance with these principles, which are indis- 
pensable to a faithful interpretation, it may be 
remarked that, in the declaration previously cited, 
viz., *' built upon the foundation of the Apostles 
and prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the 
chief corner stone," St. Paul's meaning cannot 
be correctly rendered but by the law of metonomy ; 
whereby the Apostles and prophets do not repre- 
sent themselves, personally, as the foundation of 
the Church, but, collectively, personify, as it were, 
the saving truths which they taught, the Lord 
being ^^ the chief" teacher of those truths, upon 
which man's salvation entirely depends, and upon 
which, as on a foundation, it is built. 

It is manifest, therefore, that the ^^ Stone" 
(Peter) rests on a perfect level with his fellows, 
" the Apostles and prophets" over whom, in the 
matter of " the foundation " there is no sign what- 
soever of, nor any figurative suitableness in, a pre- 
eminence. But the mere negative, of this Apostle's 
supremacy, comes far short of justice to the argu- 
ment ; for to assert his supremacy is a positive 
contradiction to the text, in which a distinction, 
amongst the materials of this "foundation," is 
expressly pointed out. For, among the precious 
" stones," upon which the spiritual edifice is made 
to rest, to one, and to that one alone, is special 
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notice called, and pre-eminence given ; even to 
^^ Jesus Christ Himself , — the chief comer stoney' — 
Who, only, is supreme. But, it may be urged, in 
opposition to this interpretation, that while it may 
be granted that the metaphor may be alike 
appropriate to each portion of the "foundation,'' 
even as it is, indiscriminately, to each portion of 
the Church, or superstructure, yet the fact, that 
but to one individual, only, was the surname, Peter, 
"a stone^' given, that this, of itself, constituted, 
prima facie, a claim to special honor, as founded 
upon a special distinction. 

That the blessing, pronounced upon the Apostle, 
and its abiding memorial, in the surname he re- 
ceived, afford incontestable evidence of the Divine 
approval, not only of the confession itself, but of 
the zealous confessor also, must be a fact of uni- 
versal admission. 

Again— That, eminent in grace and in the 
exercise of supernatural gifts, and pre-eminently 
successful, in converting by his ministry multitudes 
to the faith, the Apostle Peter will be held in 
hallowed estimation by the Church, till "time shall 
be no more," is equally beyond the reach of doubt. 
But none of these facts can bridge over the immense 
gulph, which yet must be passed, ere the scriptural 
proof can be adduced of St. Peter's primacy. To 
fill up such a void, as that which subsists between 
the mere supposition of a supremacy, and its actual 
existence and possession, seems scarcely within the 
capacity, or compass, of a merely figurative jo<?r^2(?^ 
of a '' foundation." But, it may be afltaaed, the 
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metaphor, " Rock," together with the gift of " the 
heysy' would amply supply the deficiency, if duly 
considered and appreciated. 

Douhtless, if it can be proved from the Scrip- 
tures — ^text and context both concurring — that 
the " Eock/' upon which the Lord declared He 
would ^' build'' His "Church," meant His dis- 
ciple, solely and absolutely, and apart from all 
association with Himself, and with the rest of 
^'the Apostles and prophets^ then, notwith- 
standing every apparent contradiction, the supre- 
macy of Peter must be acknowledged as a 
Christian verity. But, even then, the point of 
a succession, to this supremacy, would still be in 
need of a separate demonstration. If, therefore, 
the Apostle, in any sense, is to be regarded as 
the sole foundation of the Church, it must follow 
that, in comparison with him, in the matter of 
dignity and authority, his brethren, '^the Apostles 
andp^'ophetSy' sink into obscurity, — The " stone," 
having assumed the character and dimensions of 
the living **Roch" can have no rival, in greatness, 
inferior to the Lord Himself. This point being 
conceded, there can be no hesitation in ascribing 
the titles of ^' His Holiness the Pope" and 
'' ViccMT of Christ upon earth,^' to the possessor 
of such a primacy ; and, in like manner, also to 
those who may hold it from him in perpetual 
succession. 

But as these claims, exhibited in the fall light 
of the Gospel, present themselves in flagrant anta- 
gonism with both the letter and the spirit of 
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revealed truth, and afford such a plea for grievous 
superstition and gross usurpation, it is necessary 
that they should be submitted to the test of a 
rigid investigation. We pass, therefore, to the 
subject of 

'^PETRA"— THE ^'EOCK/' 

The question as to the character of the Lord's 
address, and the fact of its being entirely figura- 
tive, being established beyond the reach of doubt, 
the next point — always bearing this fact in mind 
— ^is, to whom do the words, ''upon this rocky* 
refer ? 

The great interests which are involved in this 
inquiry, interests temporal, as well as spiritual, 
may reasonably be assumed to give a bias to the 
mind of whosoever attempts to supply the answer. 
Upon this ground the two great theological anta- 
gonisms stand face to face. On the one side, 
Romanism, whether fully developed, or in the 
germ, is braced for the strife ; and, with the aid 
it specially seeks from this text of Scripture, is 
prepared to assert and to maintain its sacerdotal 
pretensions and usurpations. On the other side. 
Protestantism, appealing to the Bible, as the only 
and sufficient " rule of faith," stands vigilantly 
on its guard, lest an inadvertent concession should 
surrender a vantage ground to a subtle, and not 
very scrupulous, adversary. 
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11. 



II. 

The right of private judgment, the liberty of 
conscience, and the duty and privilege of every 
Christian, to '^search the Scriptures daily*' Actaxvii. 
to learn ^* whether tltose things were «o," which 
may have been presented in the garb of truth, 
but which may be very far from being true, all 
these^ and more than these, combine to inspire a 
dread, lest a rash interpretation of the sacred text 
should compromise the most important doctrines 
of the Gospel Such a wholesome fear, as this, 
may be carried so far beyond its due limits, as 
to warp the judgment and to induce a preposses- 
sion in favour of a ^'foregone conclimon" and, 
thus, to ''make the wish the father to the thought!^ 
If any such influence can be detected, the writer 
can only say that the perverting element is a 
most unwelcome intruder, and one that he has 
conscientiously sought to exclude. But, to return 
from this digression to the immediate subject of 
the Commentary. 

That the text, " Ufim this rock I will build 
my Chwrchl' is not divested of difficulty, every 
intelligent and candid reader must acknowledge ; 
but that, by a due r^ard for the context, and by 
the application of suitable rules of rhetoric, as 
well as of syntax, the obscurity may be dispelled, 

c 
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may reasonably be concluded. For, as it is evident 
that truth is one, and therefore can admit of no 
contradiction ; so the Word of God is one, in its 
precepts and principles, and, therefore, can allow 
of neither incongruity, nor contradiction. Bear- 
ing this in remembrance, in connexion with that 
which has already been proved, — ^viz., that the 
Church, in the matter of revelation and doctrine, 
being '^ built upon the foundation of the Apostles 
an(i prophets,'^ is not built upon one " stone/' 
alone, but upon many stones, none having pre- 
eminence, and all being subordinate to " the chief 
comer stone," the Lord Jesus Christ, — it results, 
of necessity, that the conclusion, of the Lord's 
address to Peter, cannot but accord in principle 
with its commencement; otherwise the leading 
portion of the one and the same paragraph, in- 
stead of harmonizing with, would be differing 
from, and also might be altogether in opposition 
to, its termination; and thus involve a twofold 
violation of principle ; first, in regard to the unity 
of truth, and, secondly, in reference to consistency 
of interpretation. 

But, to come at once to the question, to whom 
do the words, "upon this rock" apply? The 
answer, after much earnest and deliberate thought, 
is, that these words assuredly apply to the indi- 
vidual disciple, whom the Lord was thus apostro- 
phizing ; but how they apply is another and a 
very important question. Whether Protestant or 
Romanistj the investigator of the passage must 
see the futility of attempting to discover its true 
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meaning by the mere words, according to their 
literal sense; or by those ordinary and prosaic 
rules of syntax, which determine the position and 
relation to each other of the terms employed. 

As before noticed, metaphorical language needs 
the application of rhetorical rules. In the present 
instance, this necessity is peculiarly manifest ; for, 
in the Saviour's address, the metaphors/' «^07i^" and 
*' rock,''' are brouglit into connexion by the aid of 
ellipsis ; and the sentences are only explicable by 
means of the rhetorical figures, or rules, of apos- 
trophe, synecdoche, and metonomy, which, respec- 
tively, prevail throughout. Thus, the figure of 
ellipsis is shown in the employment of the demon- 
strative pronoun ''this,'* in relation to the word 
''rock," as if that word had been previously 
introduced; when, in fact, no such noun in the 
preceding sentence is to be found. Nevertheless, 
the intimate connexion of the ideas, conveyed by 
the two phrases, is sustained by the brevity of the 
pause (a comma only) between them ; and still more 
so by the conjunctive conjunction, " and*' which 
unites them in sense, as well as in language. 

It may be objected that, according to the above 
view, logical truth, as well as metaphorical pro- 
priety, is violated ; since a " stone"' can no more 
be a "rock" than a part can be a whole. A 
stronger objection, still, may be urged upon scrip- 
tural grounds; namely, that nowhere in the sacred 
volume is the word ''rock*' applied to man, iaa.lLi,2. 
(Abraham* alone excepted,) but always to the 

* ** Abroikam, alone, excepted." But the exception is 

C 2 
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1 Cor. X. 4. Deity ; and that it is expressly given to the 
Lord Jesus Christ ; hence it is argued that the 
metaphor cannot be deemed applicable to the 
Apostle Peter. And, truly, this argument carries 
with it an appearance of great solidity, which, 
however, vanishes upon a close and full exami- 
nation. 

The answer to the above objections is easily 
given. First, the void of the ellipsis is supplied 
by assuming the rhetorical propriety of an ascend- 
ing form of commendation, which, by a sudden 
transition, reaches its climax in the change from 
the lesser to the greater ; and from the metaphor 
of a '^ stone" to that of a ''rock," involving, 
thereby, no confusion. 

Secondly : — As the Lord, " the chief corner 
stonCy''^ cannot be separated from '' the foundation 
of the Apostles and prophets" and as He was 
pleased to apostrophize one individual, as if he 
personified the whole body or company, it follows 
that such personification included the Lord Him- 
self, and therefore justified the great increase of 
metaphorical strength of expression, in the ellip- 
tical change from the ^' stone" to the ^^rock.^^ 
But, however commendatory, in regard to the 
person addressed, this apostrophe may be, its 
action is oblique and glancing rather than direct 
and abiding. For, if the system of interpretation 
be uniform (and to be true it should be so), it 

merely verbal. The term rock is not applied to the patriarch 
in an exalted, but in a humble and abasing, sense, by the 
Prophet, and in connexion with the fallen condition of man. 
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is not the person, but the principle, not the con- 
fessor, but the confession, that really constitutes 
the subject of the Lord's eulogy, and which is 
the substance of that which, whether by a " stone** 
or a '^rock/^ the metaphor presents to us in 
shadow. 



III. 

Thus it is, by a metonomy — the means being 
put for the end — that " the Apostles and pro- 
phets*' as subordinate teachers, and the Lord 
Jesus Christ as " the chief* teacher, are made to 
personate, as it were, the eternal verities upon 
which the Church ^'is built** In like manner, 
and by apostrophe, metonomy, and synecdoche, the 
one Apostle — ^in the figurative passage under con- 
sideration — is put forward as the representative of 
the primary truth of " God, manifest in the flesh,** 
the living '* Rock,** which " is Christ** and which 
Divine truth alone is competent, immovably, to 
sustain the Church in time and throughout eter- 
nity. Admitting this analysis, of the passage in 
dispute, to present a faithful statement of the 
question, the claim of supremacy on behalf of St. 
Peter is reduced to a " shadow," concerning which, 
and in opposition to such an unsubstantial claim, 
it may, without misapplication of Scripture, be 
replied — " hut the body is of Christ,'* while the 
shadow alone pertains to the Apostle Peter ; and, 
if so, then is his supremacy, not a substance, but, 
a shadow. 
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Finally, and whether recurring to any of, or to all, 
the passages previously cited, it is clear that not 
one of them tolerates the supposition, that the 
Apostle Peter is the ''foundation** of the Church ; 
but that it is the fundamental truth, which he pro- 
claimed, and which he impersonated thereby, that 
constitutes the ''rock*' to which the Lord refers. 
Of the many " lively stones,*' forming the super- 
structure of this *' spiritual house*' Peter makes 
but one. And of the many, likewise, that com- 
pose the ^'foundation *' — " Apostles and prophets " 
— St. Peter makes, again, but one, and in neither 
instance supreme, or chief; for "the chief comer 
stone'* is not the Apostle Peter, but the Lord 
Himself. If any doubt yet remain upon this 
point, it is met by that positive and explicit 
1 Cor.iii. assertion of St. Paul — " For other foundation can 
•^^* no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus 
Christ; and who, by Moses, the servant of God, 
Gen. xlix. is designated " the Shepherd, the Stone of Israel ;*' 
Isa. xxviiL ^.nd again by Isaiah — " A tried stone, a precious 
1^- comer stone, a sure foundation," statements and 
assertions which refer to God, in Christ, alone. 

It is, therefore, upon these various evidences 
and from these substantial premisses, concluded ; 
that, in accordance with the grammatical struc- 
ture of the language and with its natural mean- 
ing, the words, " this rock/* do certainly refer to 
the Apostle, to whom they were, by apostrophe, 
addressed; but that they do so in conformity 
with rhetorical rules, by synecdoche and meto- 
nomy : — by synecdoche— one person being made 
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to represent many ; by metonomy — ^the person 
being apostrophized, as representing the vital doc- 
trine which he had proclaimed. {See note A.) 

This being a faithful exposition of the subject, 
it follows that the entire fabric, of sacerdotal supre- 
macy, which is built upon the text — so far, at 
least, as the words, ''upon this rock^' are con- 
cerned — ^is, demonstrably, unsupported by the Word 
of God. 

But, it may be argued that, not by the words, 
in question, alone, but also by their connexion 
with the gift of " the keys** and, with that gift, 
the power also to ''bind'' and to "loose" are the 
Roman and romish claims sustained. To that 
portion of the sacred text will the attention, there- 
fore, be now directed. And, here, the words of 
Moses and of David, although they may not be 
cited in the way of conclusive argument, may yet 
be adduced, as an appropriate conclusion to the 
special matter in debate. David, with holy jea- 
lousy, confines the metaphor to the Almighty; and 
exclaims, " Who is a rock save our God?" Paxviii. 
" He only is my rock and my salvation" And i^^y,^ 
Moses, in like manner, regarding the figure as 
appropriated exclusively to Deity, says, "For their Deutxxxii. 
rock is not as our Bock, even our enemies themselves ^^' 
being judges," These declarations, as to the scrip- 
tural application of the figure in question, leave a 
difficulty and a peril, also, to be encountered by 
those who, in elevating the Apostle Peter to a 
sort of vice-godhead, would represent him as the 
spiritual progenitor of a sacerdotal line; a bold 
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assumption, that derives no sanction fipom, but is 
in flagrant opposition to, the natural and spiritual 
meaning of the Word of God. 

That this denial, of the vicegerency and supre- 
macy of Peter, is not an unsupported assertion, the 
arguments already advanced may have sufficed to 
prove. That this denial can be still more folly 
substantiated by argument and sustained by fact, 
will be shown in the investigation of the sentences 
that follow, and which will be considered under 
the heading of 

" KLEIS^'— " THE KEYS." 



IV. 

" And I will gi'ce unto thee ttie km/s of the king- 
dmn of heaven : and whatsoever thou shalt 
bind on earth shall he hound in heaven : and 
whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall he 
loosed in heaven." 

By this declaration it may seem that, as by a 
diploma, the Saviour conferred upon the Apostle 
the supreme authority and power, which iave not 
only been attributed to him, as a personal possee- 
sion, but have been claimed by all Christian sacer- 
dotists, and especially by the Church of Rome, as 
a rightful inheritance from St. Peter, as through a 
priestly progenitor. 

Avoiding circumlocution, and ent^ing at once 
into the midst of the question, it will be evident 
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that " the kingdom of heaven" to which the Apostle 
receives power to grant admission, signifies, first, 
the kingdom of grace; and, as a final result, 
secondly, the kingdom of glory. Such, it may be 
assumed, is the direct, or natural, sense of the pas- 
sage. But, as before insisted upon, and in main- 
tenance of a uniform and consistent principle of 
interpretation, the language of the text is alto- 
gether metaphorical, and, therefore, cannot be truly 
expMned excepting by rhetorical rules; for in such 
a mode and conveyance of thought, it is in the 
figurative, and not in the literal, construction, or 
direct sense, of the words, that the meaning is to 
be found. 

By the gift of " the keys" to a preacher of the 
" glad tidings'' of salvation, may be understood the 
authority and the power to unlock, as it were, the 
mysteries of redemption ; whereby, through the 
operation of the Holy Ghost, the mind is enlight- 
ened, and the ''heart" is *' opened,' to receive ^^^g 
the things pertaining to " the kingdom of God" ^^• 
Evidence, of this signification of the symbols, is 
afforded by our Lord's denunciation of the Jewish 
teachers and rulers — " Woe unto you, lawyers! Lukexi. 
for ye have taken away the key of knowledge : ye 
entered not in yourselves, and them that were enter- 
ing in ye hindered" " The keys," therefore, 
are assumed to denote symbolically {See Note B) 
the power to reveal and enforce, with authority, 
the truths of the Gospel, which are also called 
" the mysteries of the kingdom of heaven J* Thus, 
hy metonomy, the means — the revelation of the 



XYl. 
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way of salvation — ^represent the end — salvation 
itself ; for it is by the preaching (See Note C) of 
the Gospel, but mediately only, that the kingdom 
of heaven is " opened to all believers." 

In like manner, and in its highest sense, may 

be understood the power to " bind" and to '* loose f' 

according to the declaration of the Lord, in apply- 

Isa. ixL ing to Himself the prophecy of Isaiah — " He hath 

Luke iv *^* ^^ ^^ ^^^ ^^ brokenhearted, to preach deli- 

18. verance to the captives . . . . to set at liberty 

them that are bruised,'* 

In a lower sense, the authority to ''bind" and 
to " loose " refers to Church discipline, and the 
power to inflict and to remit the penalty due to 
the " disorderly," in order to the maintenance of 
Christian discipline. 

But, as regards the ''life eternal/' the power of 

" the keys " is inoperative, since the unlocking, as 

it were, of the mysteries of the Gospel does not, 

necessarily, open the understanding, or the heart, of 

him to whom those mysteries are proclaimed. It 

is the grace of God that bestows faith, as saith the 

Eph. ii. 8. Scripture — " For by grace are ye saved through 

faith ; and that not of yourselves : it is the gift of 

^"^^s™""* ^^^-^ To open the ''understanding" and the 

ActsxvL "heart," is, likewise, the divine prerogative of 

Rev. iii 7. Him that " hath the key of David;" for it is " He 

that openeth, and no man shutteth; and shutteth, 

and no man openeth" Since it is He, alone, who 

Rev. i. 17, is the great "lam the first and the last;*' and 

^^- that hath '* the keys of hell and of death" 

Hence it is evident that the power of " the keys" 
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thus conferred upon the Apostle, has relation only 
to the means which, by a metonomy, are repre- 
sented by the end; that end (the gift of) life 
eternal being at the absolute disposal of the Son 
of God, according to His own express declaration 

— «»««««<< y^^ j^g^ gl^f^^j^ fflj^ John xviL 

power over all flesh, that He should give eternal 
life to as many as thou hast given Him." And 
whereas none can obtain eternal life, or enter 
heaven, without repentance, so Jesus is " exalted Acts v. 81. 
to be a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repent- 
ance to Israel, and remission of sin^!' 

Now, as there is no scriptural evidence, what- 
soever, to prove that Peter had power to open the 
" heart,'' or the " understanding^'' of his hearers ; 
or that he could bestow **/ai^A;'' for faith ^' is the 
gift of God ;" or ''give repentance^' and so ''give 
eternal life;' it is reasonable, as well as scriptural, 
to conclude that none of these things were com- 
prehended in the gift and administration of " the 
heys^* save only in the sense of a metonomy; 
whereby the end being represented by the means, 
the Apostle, by the preaching of the Gospel, (and 
thus, as it were, by unfolding or unlocking the 
mysteries of "the kingdom^ and by a faithful 
ministry of the word,) may be said to "both save'* j r^^^ j^ 
himself, " and them that** heard him. In this way, 16. 
figuratively, the preacher, himself, might be re- 
presented as the Saviour; whereas, in fact, if 
taken to the letter, this would contradict the 
Word of God; for, ^'beside me, there is no isa. xliii 
saviour'* saith the Lord. ^^- 
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The address to the Apostle Peter, commenda- 
tory, as it undoubtedly is, may yet, upon exami- 
nation, and as already demonstrated, be, in 
reality, a eulogy of the doctrine, rather than of 
the person by whom it was confessed. For it has 
been proved that not Peter, but the doctrine pro- 
claimed by Peter, is the foundation upon which 
the Church is built ; and that the exposition of 
that doctrine, by the inspiration and teaching of 
the Holy Spirit, is the " key " that immediately 
unlocks " the mystery of godliness,'' and opens, to 
all believers, " the kingdom of heaven," This ex- 
planation being admitted, it follows that the 
Apostle's position must be regarded as being on a 
perfect level with that of his brethren ; and that, 
80 far, as the investigation of the text has hitherto 
extended, there is no warrant for the pre-eminence 
claimed on his behalf, so confidently, by the 
Church of Rome. 

This perfect equality {See Note D) of all 
the Apostles, will be made evident by a con- 
textuary, rather than by a textuary, reading 
of the Saviour's address — '* And whatsoefoer 
thou shalt hind on earth shall he hound 
in heaven : and whatsoever thou shalt hose on 
earth shall he loosed in heaven/^ For if it can 
be shown that, in reality, as well as in appearance, 
this power, to " bind" and to " loose, in heaven and 
on earth,'' was an exclusive attribute and privi- 
lege of the person to whom the words were ad- 
dressed, then, undoubtedly, his pre-eminence is 
established beyond the reach of question. But if, 
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on the contrary, it can be proved by the context 
that not to Peter, alone, was this power given ; but 
that others — and they not a few, but many — 
were partakers with him of the same prerogative, 
and held from their Divine Master the like com- 
mission, then must it be clear, to demonstration, 
that this plain fact is fatal to the dogma of supre- 
macy; for a possession, which is common to many, 
affords pre-eminence to none, in particular. 



V. 

It is recorded, in the Gospel, that in the even- 
ing of the day of the Saviour's resurrection, when 
the disciples were assembled together. He ad- 
dressed them all, without exception, as follows — 
viz., ^^ Peace he unto you: as my Father hath "^^^^^^ 
sent mey even so send I you .... Whose soever 
sins ye refnit, they are remitted unto them; and 
whose soever sins ye retain, they are retained/' 
There is no need of pausing here to inquire con- 
cerning the extent of the power thus communicated, 
whether it reached to sins against God, or whether 
it was limited to, what might be termed, sins 
against the order and discipline of the Church. 
This is not the matter at issue. The question 
now to be decided is, whether the commission was 
granted to one disciple only, or to all the disciples, 
without distinction. And here, again, there is no 
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need to pause, and no cause to doubt, as the sacred 
text upon this point speaks for itself. The Lord's 
address was not to an individual, but to an entire 
company; supremacy, as founded upon that ad- 
dress, therefore, is utterly without support. 

But, possibly, it may be said that the terms of 
the commission, granted to Peter, diflFer from those 
which were addressed to the entire assembly. This 
objection is met by the fact, that, within a few days, 
apparently, after the supposed grant of an arch- 
' priesthood and primacy to the one Apostle, the 

identical terms, in which authority and power were 
given to him, were employed to give a like autho- 
rity and power to all his brethren ; the same Evan- 
gelist who records the one event, recording the 

Mattxviii. ^*^^^ ^^^* '^^^ *®^* ^^ ^^ follows, viz. : — '* Verily 
, 18. / say unto you, Whatsoever Ye shall bind on earth 
shall be bound in hea'een: and whatsoewr Ye 
shall loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven,*' 
From this passage it is clear that the authority 
which, seemingly, had been bestowed exclusively 
upon one disciple, is hereby shown to be the pre- 
rogative of all the disciples without exception ; 
the singular number in the former being changed 
to the plural " Ye" in the subsequent address. 

But, as if the Lord would lay the axe to the 
very root of all such antichristian assumption, 
for so He Himself would have it to be considered, 
it is added, in continuation of His discourse : — 

Matt.xviii. " Again I say unto you, That if two of you shall 

1»> 20. (j^r^g ofi earth as touching anything that they 

shall askj it shall be dons for them of my Father 
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which is in heaven. For where two or three are 
gathered together in my name, there am I in the 
midst of thmi^ 

And this gracious promise, by its close con- 
nexion with the authority to '^ bind" and to 
*' loose/' must almost necessarily include that 
power; the Lord associating its exercise with the 
discipline of the Church, and with the infliction 
and remission of censures and penalties upon 
transgressors, for the prevention of scandal and 
reproach. Thus, St. Paul, addressing the Co- 
rinthian Church, says, "In the name of our icor.v.4. 
Lord Jestis Christ, when ye are gathered toge- 
ther/' &c. — '* Sufficient to such a man is this 2Cor. iL6. 
ptmishment, which was inflicted of maijy." Ob- 
serve, not of one, but *' of many." " So that con- 
trariwise YE ought rather to forgive him" &c. 

By the historical fact here incidentally re- 
corded, the exercise of the authority to ^^bind" 
and to ''loose" to "remit" and to ''retain sins," 
is at once traced to its source. For by this 
sacred record it is proclaimed that the prerogative 
to condemn and to absolve is of the Church, or 
of the "saints/' who "are gathered together/' 
Therefore, that the power, in question, is not a 
hierarchal nor a sacerdotal function, as the advo- 
cates of St. Peter's prince-primacy would have the 
Church and the world to believe, but that it is 
altogether in and of the Church, or company of 
them that believe, is evident beyond the reach of 
doubt. For, let it be well observed, St. Paul 
says, " To whom YE forgive anything, I forgive 2 Cor. iL 
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ofeo/' So that the Holy Spirit expressly showeth, 
by this declaration of the Apostle, that it is not 
he that leads and the Church that follows, but 
the Church that takes the initiative^ and the 
Apostle who awaits the sentence, and gives 
it his approval. Wherefore, if authority to 
punish and to forgive denote supremacy, or sove- 
reignty, that power was not vested in Paul the 
Apostle, himself, but in the " many,'* whom he 
7 ]2^13 ®^t^rted *o ''judge them that are within ;^ L e,, 
within the Church. 

It results from these premisses, which are records 
oi facts, that, if the primitive discipline at Eome, 
and elsewhere, was identical with that which pre- 
vailed at Corinth, the dogma of a monopoly of 
the authority, to condemn and to forgive, by any 
one Apostle, or by all of them together, apart 
from the Church, is opposed to the testimony of 
Scripture. 

By the light which the Gospel sheds upon this 
important subject, it becomes evident that to the 
Church was committed the power which, appa- 
rently, but not really, was limited to the Apostles, 
and that the Church exercised accordingly the 
right to ^'forgiw" and to ** retain'* the '^ sins" of 
which it was required to take cognizance. 

But there is a far higher sense in which, as at 
first intimated, the commission to " bind/^ and to 
"loose," to "forgive,^' and to "retain sins,'* may 
be understood. 

For if, by metonomy, the preachers of the Gospel 
represent the Gospel, they are ordained to preach, 
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then, in its *^ most' exalted ^nd moBt .emphatic 

expression a;nd Berod, does tfe text set forth 

the awful truth, that while, on the one hand, 

the Gospel gives immortal Ufe and liberty, — 

''the glorious liberty of the children of God,"— ^^ ^i"- 

to them that repent and believe; on the other 

hand, it menaces, with an undying "death and an 

endless bondage, them that are impenitent and 

unbelieving. In a word, as expressed by the 

Gospel itself, the Divine message bears with it '* a 2 Cor. ii. 

savour of life unto life," or '* a savov/r of death 

unto death" For, ''He that beli&ceth and is bap- Mark xvi. 

tized shall be saved; but he that believeth not ^^' 

shall be damned.'* 

In perfect consistency with the one grammatical 
system of interpretation, that prevails throughout 
this Commentary, it becomes evident that, in the 
metaphorical addresses of our Lord to Peter, indi- 
vidually, and to the disciples collectively, there is 
a pointed use of rhetorical figures, whereby the 
one person may be apostrophized as the repre- 
sentative of the many ; and whereby, also, persons 
may be apostrophized as the representatives of 
principles ; and, thus, the mediate cause may stand 
for the inmiediate end to be eflFected. But to 
reason^ as some persons do, upon these rhetorical 
modes of expression, as if the figures were very 
factSf must lead to erroneous conclusions ; for, 
unless the shadow be substantiated, as it were, by 
Scripture doctrine and Scripture history, we build 
our hopes, as well as our theories, not upon ''a 
rock" but upon " the sand" 

D 
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If, at this point of the inquiry, it be demanded, 
by those who yet adhere to the dogma of Peter's 
supremacy, why this Apostle rather than Andrew, 
his '^ brother f' or James, or John, should have 
been selected as the representative " stone*' of the 
entire "foundation," the history of the trans- 
action aflFords the explanation and the answer. 
Neither James, nor John, nor any other disciple, 
made the confession of faith which drew from the 
Lord His special commendation of the Apostle 
Peter. But if neither James, nor John, obtained 
the praise, bestowed upon their brother disciple, 
they escaped the awful objurgation which he so 
soon afterwards brought upon himself. It was 
not to James, nor to John, that the Lord said, 
" Get thee behind me, Satan ; thou art an offence 
unto me," Wherefore, if the praise be without a 
scriptural parallel, it is true that the censure is so 
likewise ; and that, if Peter obtained the one, he 
was subjected to the other also. 

Again, it may be asked, why, if Peter were 
not supreme amongst the disciples, the pastoral 
"15^17! charge, " Feed my sheep^" the charge so empha- 
tically repeated, should have been urged upon 
him alone ? To this question the historical facts 
will best supply an answer. 

The holy and truthful history has recorded that 

the Apostle, thus adjured, had, recently, " thrice " 

denied his Divine Lord and Saviour, and that he 

Matt. did so '^tcith an oathf' and that, in order to 

"^d of strengthen this denial, it is said that " then began 

chapter, he to curse and to swear y 



John xxi. 
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Not to disparage this eminent disciple, — ^it would 
be a profanation so to do, — but to refute a danger- 
ous error, it is indispensable to remark that this 
thrice-repeated denial of Christ, by Peter, was a 
deliberate apostacy from the faith, and an open 
renunciation of his apostolical and pastoral office. 
It was, therefore, as necessary, as it was merciful, 
upon the erring disciple's repentance, that the 
restoration, of the forfeited apostleship and pasto- 
rate, should be as open and as emphatic as had 
been its rejection. 

Wherefore if Peter, alone, was selected to receive 
the express charge, to ''feed'' the " lambs'* and the 
" sheep '' of the Saviour's flock, it was not because 
of pre-eminence of merit, on the part of Peter, nor 
as a mark of hierarchal superiority ; but, simply, 
because he stood in special need of recognition 
and absolution, having rendered himself, so pre- 
eminently, obnoxious to blame by his deliberate 
apostacy. 

If, however, the demand be expressly urged, why 
James or John, instead of Peter, was not enjoined, 
thrice, Wfeed*' the ''sheep'* and the "lambs; " and 
why neither of the former Apostles was thrice 
pressed with the very significant question, " Lomst 
thou me V* the answer must necessarily be, because 
neither James, nor John, had " thrice'' denied the 
Lord. 

Strange, that out of the Apostle's triple error 
should have been evoked, as it were, the stupen- 
dous evil, symbolized by the triple crovm ! How 
appropriate, if the record be true, was the ancient in- 

D 2 
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scription engraved on the Pope's tiara, " Mystery r 
{See Note E.) Butcan it be said that the "mystery' 
of priestly assumption and usurpation is altogether 
confined to Eome ? 



r" 



VI. 

To return, however, to the Apostle. — Eminent 
in grace, and in the exercise likewise of super- 
natural gifts — the first of the disciples, by 
miraculous interposition, to proclaim the call of 
the Gentiles — pre-eminently successful in the 
preaching of the Gospel, converting multitudes to 
the faith — the Apostle St. Peter will be held in 
reverential esteem by all that bear the Christian 
name, till " time shall be no more*' 

But a title to hallowed regard, universally ad- 
mitted, aflFords no title, of itself, to universal 
authority and rule. 

A matter of such vast consequence to the 
Church, as the institution of a sacerdotal power, 
supreme and perpetual, (to say nothing of its 
antagonism with " the Cross of Christ,") demands, 
for belief and acceptance, the most indubitable 
proof, that it was appointed by our Lord, and 
that it was accepted and exercised by the Apostle 
Peter, himself; and, finally, that it was recognised 
by the whole body of " the Apostles and elders and 
brethren;*' so that the entire New Testament, 
upon a reference to its sacred pages, could directly, 
as well as inferentially, supply all the evidence 
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required to sustain a dogma of such magnitude, — 
a dogma, moreover, which, if not true, must be 
the source of incalculable injury to the Church, to 
the honor of God, and to the souls of men. 

But where, in what chapter, in what verse of 
the sacred volume, are even shadowed forth the 
appointment by our Lord, and the recognition by 
the Church, of an arch-priest and sovereign ruler 
of the Christian body ? We search for such evi- 
dence, but search in vain. On the other hand, 
the proofe, negative and positive, direct and 
indirect, abound, in opposition to the notion of a 
priestly order and supremacy in the Church of 
Christ. One Being, who deigned to be an 
" Apostle," and One only, hath a title to this 
divine pre-eminence, — " The Apostle and High Heb. iii. i. 
Pbiest of our profession, Chbist Jesus.'' Any 
other person, whatsoever, assuming this priestly 
apostleship woald thereby proclaim himself to be 
not an Apostle, but an apostate ! 

It is true that Peter is mentioned as one of the 
Apostles, *^who seemed to be pillars" of the Church; OaL il 9. 
but the simple fact of the association, in which he 
is found, "James, Cephas {See'^oiQ F), and John** 
sufficiently indicates equality of condition. The 
%ure also, ^'pillars" represents a perfect equality, 
{See Note G) in height, as to dignity, and of 
strength, as to authority and power ; and, con- 
sequently, the metaphor excludes the idea of pre- 
eminence and supremacy. 

For if the Apostle be but one pillar among, and 
in the midst of, other '^pillars*' as Paul affirms 
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him to be, then it is contradictory to reason to say 
that he (Peter) is the sole support of the Church. 
But the Romanists insist that Peter is the " MocK' 
upon which the Church is built, and that he, per 
96^ is the only foundation of the spiritual and 
ecclesiastical edifice. Now, as truth cannot con- 
tradict itself, either in figure, or in fact, one of the 
above statements must be rejected, since they are 
in complete antagonism. Which of the two is to 
be discarded ? Certainly not that of the inspired 
Apostle, Paul. 

At this place, (viz., Gal. ii. 7, 8, 9,) and in the 
mention of the eminence ascribed to the three disci- 
ples, it is also recorded that Peter was regarded as 
the Apostle of *' the circumcision ;" while Paul as- 
serted himself to be the Apostle of '* the'Oeritiles," 
thereby, incidentally, showing that his own mis- 
sion embraced a much more extensive field, of 
Christian ministration and labor, than that of his 
brother Apostle; for while the apostleship of 
the "circumcision" limited the pastoral and mis- 
sionary sphere to a single people, that of the " un- 
circumcision" extended it to every nation upon 
eartL Pre-eminence, in this respect, is evidently 
on the side of the Apostle Paul. And this leads 
to the remark that, if Peter was to have a suc- 
cessor to his special office and charge, and that 
the Bishop of Rome is that successor, then must 
the Popes, in perpetuity, be missionaries, not so 
much to the Gentiles, as to the Jews ! 
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VII. 

But to resume the question of supremacy : if 
the Apostle, in receiving '^tlie keys," became a 
Prince- Primate, "Pontifex Maximus'^ and Sove- 
reign ruler of the Church, his supreme elevation 
must have been a matter of notoriety in the Church, 
and must have obtained^ amongst the Apostles, in 
particular, the reverential acknowledgment to 
which such exaltation in rank would so justly 
be entitled. But no single instance of any such 
recognition, of Peter's " lordship " and sovereignty, 
can be cited. As to Paul, it is beyond dispute 
that he ignores this supremacy altogether. 

Allusion has already been made to the compara- 
tive magnitude of the respective spheres of labor 
assigned to these two Apostles. The language of 
Paul, upon this point, is far from implying a sense 
of Peter's superiority, when he says — " For He GaL U. 8. 
that vyrought effectually in Peter to ihe apostle^ 
ship of the circumcision, the same was mighty in 
me toward the Gentiles." This is scarcely the 
style of language in which the primacy of '^ the 
ieys'^ might be expected to be discerned. But 
what sort of acknowledgment, of sovereign autho- 
rity and dignity, is presented in the following, not 
language only, but recorded fact ? " But when GaL ii. 11, 
Feter was come to Antioch, I mthstood him to ^^' 
the fa^y because he was to be blamed," '^ And 
the other Jews dissembled mth him; insomuch 
that Barnabas also was carried away with their 
dissimulation." If the inferiority of the reprover 
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and the superiority of the reproved, can be main- 
tained, as seemly and suitable relations^ then, but 
not till then, can Paul be numbered amongst the 
witnesses to Peter's supremacy. But the bold 
and independent conduct of the former, so expres- 
sive of a conviction of, at the least, a perfect 
equality of position, needs no confirmation of the 
fact which he so openly asserts, viz., that he 
! Cor. xi. " '^(^ ^ot a whit behind the very chief est of the 
^' Apostles'' That this was no exaggeration, but 
rather a qualified and abated statement, on the 
part of Paul, is evident by his call to, by far, the 
largest field of apostolical labor ; and by the 
contribution, on his part, to the written word of 
inspiration, seven-fold, in its measure, greater 
than that of his eminent brother Apostle. 

Nor is it a digression to observe that, in the 
fourteen Epistles of St. Paul, — ^that to the Roman 
Church, of itself, containing a complete summary 
of Christian doctrine, — ^there does not occur the 
remotest allusion to the supposed primacy of St. 
Peter, any more than to his having been at Rome 
at all ! {See Note H.) Nor does it appear that, 
in any one of the Churches, Roman, Corinthian, 
Galatian, Ephesian, Philippian, Colossian, and 
Thessalonian, any other directing or governing 
influence prevailed, save that which directly, or 
indirectly, was exercised by, or that emanated 
from, the Apostle Paul. As to the ordination of 
'* Elders" in these Churches, there is no more refer- 
ence to Peter's authority, or approval, than to that 
of Andrew his brother, or to one of the sons of 
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Zebedee. In such ecclesiastical matters, Timothy 
and Titus receive their directions under the war- 
rant of Paul, and of him alone. From these facts 
it is evident that, in the proceedings, as in the 
teaching, of this Apostle, the question of the eccle- 
siastical supremacy and high priesthood of Peter 
is not even discussed, but utterly ignored. 

Are we to doubt Paul's knowledge of the gift 
of " the keys " to his brother Apostle, and of its 
true signification ? As well doubt his knowledge 
of the gift of the surname " Peter," or " Cephas,'' 
by both of which the latter is designated in Paul's 
Epistles. Moreover, we are informed that the 
two Apostles had passed ^^ fifteen days " together, Gal. i. 18. 
and under the same roof, at " Jerusalem.^' Is it 
rational to suppose that, if one of them was in- 
vested with the most ezalted rank, in the Churchy 
which it is possible to conceive, the other should 
never have heard of it, or, hearing, should have 
gone forth and ignored it altogether? But, per- 
haps, this difficulty may be met by the modem 
theory of " development" At the period of Paul's 
intimate intercourse with Peter, it may be said 
that the high priesthood of the latter was merely, 
as it were, in the germ, and therefore required 
time for that germination and expansion which, 
in due course, would be manifested ! This sort of 
conjectural, and very suspicious, reasoning — con- 
sidering its source — ^is by no means satisfactory 
to those who ** examine the 8criptv/res," and are 
content with nothing short of proof, such as can 
be derived from that infallible source of truth. 
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and from that Boorce alone. Upon these grounds 
it is concluded that as Paul never, in the remotest 
degree, refers to, or recognises, the supposed pri- 
macy of Peter, there really was no primacy to 
which the former could by any possibility refer. 
In his own estimation the great " Apostle/' the 
lTim.ii.7. " teacher of the Gentiles," was *^le8s than the least 
1 Cor!xv. ^f ^^' saints;" but ^'in signs and wonders and 
9, and mighty deeds/' he was second in dignity, in autho- 
11^12. ^^y* ^^^ power to none. But, as to claiming the 
office of a " priest,'^ the very idea is repugnant to 
the entire system of St. Paul's teaching. So 
utterly does he reject, under the new dispensation, 
the temple and altar worship, which pertained only 
to the old^ and so completely does he repudiate 
the whole fabric of sacerdotism, as incompatible 
with the Gospel, and destructive to its plan, that 
he accounts the attempt to restore these types and 
Gal. ii. 18. shadows, as a manifest disobedience ; " For" 
saith this Apostle, ^* if I build again the things 
which I destroyed, I make myself a transgressor" 
But if the history of the Church is worthy of 
credit, '^cmtiquity" and ^' catholicity '^ testify to 
the priestly eflFort to rebuild the typical edifice, 
and to restore a temple worship, with its altar and 
offering, its " outer" and ** inner courts" and its 
" holy of holies'' (!) So much for the value of the 
'* dictum"^ about "antiquity" and ** catholicity I" 

* Quod semper, quod uhique, et quod cib omnibus;^* viz., 
What has cUways^ what has everywhere, and what has by aU 
inen (been held to be true, must, necessarily^ be true). But 
a very good test of the value of this plausible and imposing 
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It is superfluous to argue the assumption of 
priesthood by St. Peter, if irreconcilable with the 
doctrine, so earnestly and with so much distinct- 
ness, enforced by St. PauL To turn, therefore, to 
the question of " primacy,^' the testimony of Scrip- 
ture gives the pre-eminence, rather, to the latter, 
than to the former, Apostle, the supervision of the 
Churches being the, inddentally-euBBeiteiy office of 
the Apostle of the Gentiles. In the enumeration 
of his various duties, anxieties, labors, and cares, 
St. Paul makes this, his universal, pastoral charge 
pre-eminent. " Beside the things that are mth- 2 Cor. xi. 
out J that which cometh upon me daily, the care of 
ALL the churches."* 

But if St. Peter had been the " High Priest,'' 
the " sovereign pontiff,'' and "supreme ruler" of 
the Church, St. Paul's assertion, that " he " had 
" the care of all the Churches,'' could not be true. 

In a former part of this Commentary, it was 
remarked that the word, *^ priest/' (i«p«vj:, hiereus,) 
though frequently occurring in the New Testa- 
ment, in relation to the Jews, and also to the 
heathen, is never once used as a title for a Chris- 

dictum is presented by tbe 6th Article of the Established 
Church. The contrast, exhibited by that valuable article, 
which refers eveiy question to the Word of Ood, and the 
dictum, which appeals to the doctrines and doings of man, is 
as striking as it is instructiTe. 

* The able Italian work, previously quoted, has the follow- 
ing passage upon this point : — " ffath not Gregory the Oreat 
written : Pwul obtained the supreme government, or sovereignty, 
of the entire Church V^ "Non scrisse Gregorio Magno : 
Paulus obtinuit totius Ecclesise principatum ? ^' — ^ Impossi- 
hilita Storica^*^ ttc, tkc, p. 145. 
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tian Minister. But the argument against that 
title is not based on its absence, or a mere nega- 
tion of fitness ; although a mind, imbued with a 
scrupulous regard for scriptural teaching, might 
consider even this negative argument as a sufK- 
cient intimation of the Divine will. The unsuit- 
ableness, however, rather say, the impropriety, of 
applying the designation, of priest, to any office- 
bearer in the Church of Christ, is not a matter of 
conjecture, but of inferential argument, amounting 
to logical demonstration. 

The title of '* priest ^'^ {See Note I,) assuming 
it to be applied in its true and sacerdotal, or sacri- 
ficial, sense, cannot be given to a Christian pastor 
without such a violation of fundamental doctrine, 
as to mar the entire scheme of human redemption. 



VIII. 

St. Paul, in his elaborate and lucid treatment 
of this branch of the Jewish ceremonial law, de- 
monstrates the purely typical, and, consequently, 
transitory, nature of the Mosaical priesthood and 
sacrifices. He careftdly reasons out this point, 
making it the special subject of several chapters 
of the Epistle to the Hebrew converts ; so that the 
latter might thoroughly understand the true in- 
tent of the priestly office and service. In his 
wonderful exposition of the typical economy, the 
Apostle takes pains to show that the Aaronic 
priest, and the sacrifice he was ordained to offer. 
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prefigured the office and service, both active and 
passive, of the Son of God, who united, in His 
own person, the priest and the victim, the sacri- 
ficer and the sacrificed. Thus the Temple, {See 
Note K,) and its altar, the Aaronic priest and his 
offering, were the '^ shadows/^ only, or ^' figwreB of 
the true ; " whereas, the Lord Jesus Christ is " the 
body/' or substance, of those things which the 
former typically prefigured. He is the one Tem- 
ple and the "One Mediator between God and iTmuiL 
men;'^^ and He is *^the one offering/' and that Heb.x.l2, 
offering but " once offered," Having carefully ¥*' ??^ 
stated, and established this premiss, as to the " sha- 
dow" (according to the law), and the "body," 
or substance (according to the Gospel), and having 
shown the weakness and utter inadequacy, of the 
typical priesthood and sacrifices, to meet the great 
necessities of the case, the inspired teacher then 
draws his conclusion, demonstrating the all-suffi- 
ciency of the Divine antitype, which is Christ. 

But it is well to consider the reasons, adduced 
by the Apostle, for the insufficiency of the type, 
and for the all-sufficiency of the antitype. These 
reasons are concisely given by a statement of the 
special quality by which the type and antitype, 
respectively, are characterised, and whereby they 
are distinguished. Thus, the typical priesthood 
demanded a constant succession in the office ; for 
*' they truly were many priests, because they were Heb. vii. 
not suffered to continue by reason of death" But 23—25. 
of the antitypical priest, the Lord Jesus Christ, 
it is affirmed, that, ^^this man^ because he con- 
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tinueth ever, hath cm v/nchangeable priesthood.^ 
In like manner, and apart from the insufficiency 
Heb. X. 4. i^^li^rent in the typical sacrifice, (on account of 
the inferior nature of the victim, as an expiatory 
oflFering,) this service presented the one radical 

ver. 11. defect, namely, of repetition; the priest ^'offer- 
ing oftentimes the same sacrifices^ which can nener 
take away sins" And here, again, the inade- 
quacy is met by the antitypical offering. For, of 

ver. 12. the Lord, it is said, that " After He had offered 
one sacrifice for sins for ever, sat dotvn on 
the right hand of God'* Or, as previously de- 
Heb.ix.28. clared, '* Christ was once offered to bear the sins 
of manyy In the antitype there is neither 
succession, nor repetition, and, therefore, no ele- 
ment of imperfection. 

The fault is not in the reasoning, but in those 
to whom it is addressed, if it be not evident that 
the force of the Apostle's argument consists in 
the exhibition of a striking contrast, between the 
type and antitype. On the one side, hopeless 
weakness and imperfection, characterised by suc- 
cession and repetition; on the other. Divine 
strength and absolute perfection ; a priesthood, to 
which there can be no succession, and a sacrifice, of 
which there could be no repetition, the believer 
Heb. X. 10. being " sanctified through the offering of the body 
of Jesus Christ ONCE for alV 

Nor does the inspired argument employ contrast, 
alone, to enforce the aU-important truth, that the 
Christian priesthood can admit of no human 
representative; that argument is enforced by a 
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resemblance also. For, as if even the Aaronic 
priest were but an inadequate type of the Divine 
Original, the Apostle sets before the Church a 
far more exalted figure, in the mysterious person 
of Melchizedec, '' Priest of the Most High God, Heb. viL 
Mng of righteoTisnesSy' and " king of peace, having ^ ^^' 
neither beginning of day s^ nor end of life!' And 
hence the only Christian priest is the " On^e 
Mediator between God and man'' who is the 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, — '^ A priest for 
ecer after the order of Melchizedec." The Jewish 
economy recognised many and successive priests- 
mediators upon earth ; the Gospel economy knows 
but of one Priest-Mediator, who is *'a^ the right 
hand of God'' and who is "the- same yesterday ^ Heb.xiu.8. 
to-day, and for ecer^ 

Now, to bring this apparent but not real 
digression, from the subject of Peter's priesthood 
and supremacy, to an issue, so far as Paul's ex- 
position is concerned, it is clear that the argument 
demonstrates that the type precedes, and the 
antitype, or substance, follows; that the two 
cannot co-exist together, the Divine plan re- 
quiring the complete removal of the typical 
ordinances, to the end that the substantial veri- 
ties of the antitype might have their per- 
manent establishment. This fimdamental truth, 
in regard to priesthood and sacrifice, is given by 
St. Paul in that brief summary of the whole ^^\ ^: ^ 

•^ to 9, in- 

question at issue, namely, ^' He taketh away elusive. 
the FiBST," the typical priest and victim, " that ^| ^f j^ 
He may establish the second," meaning the 17. 



52 ''KLEIB*' — "THE KEYS." 

antitypical, which is ^^the Christ" and ^^the 
Lamb of God." 

This, by some, may be regarded as a merely 
negative argument against St. Peter s priesthood ; 
but if the inspiration of the one Apostle corre- 
spond, in nature and degree, with that bestowed 
upon the other, — and who can deny this ? — then 
was the doctrine asserted by St. Paul, as fully 
believed, and as faithfully taught, by St. Peter, 
as by St. Paul himself. In this case, it was as 
certainly believed, by Peter, that human priest- 
hood, in its sacrificial sense, was at an end, as 
it was believed and asserted so to be by Paul. 
And, moreover, it must have been as clearly dis- 
cerned by the one, as by the other, of these eminent 
disciples ; namely, that to restore the type was to 
invert, and utterly to subvert, the Divine order; for 
it would involve the taking away, instead of the 
establishing of, the antitype, which is Christ. 

Wherefore, as it is scripturally proved that the 
revival of the priestly office and service, in the 
Christian Church, is not only incompatible with, 
but opposed to, the fundamental truths of the 
Gospel, it may be truly maintained that a claim 
to priesthood, by whomsoever it may be asserted, 
is not merely ignored, or met by a negative, at 
the hands of St. Paul, but by the most positive 
and express objection, and it might almost be 
said, by his reprobation. On these grounds, 
therefore, the notion of a priesthood, derived by 
succession from St. Peter, is an utterly vain imagi- 
nation; since no man can derive from this Apostle 
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an office which he, himself, had never possessed. 
We now turn to another source, to receive a 
similar answer; for this high priesthood and 
primacy are likewise absolutely unacknowledged 
by the primitive Church. 

If Peter had been " Christ's Vicar y' no more 
fitting occasion, for a recognition of his supreme 
office and dignity, could have been presented than Acts j 
that of the assembling of the first council at 
Jerusalem. Here, if ever, was the opportunity for 
^^the Apostle of the Circumcision" to proclaim 
himself, and for his being proclaimed by '^the 
Apostles, elders, and brethren/' as the " Sovereign 
PontiflF.'' Yet the inspired history entirely ignores 
the existence of any such pre-eminence. The 
conclusion to be derived from the sacred record, 
itself, is rather opposed to, than in favour of, Peter's 
primacy ; for it was evidently not that Apostle, 
but '^ James" who presided at this, the only council 
at which the first disciples were present. It was 
James, and not Peter, that summed up the pro- 
ceedings, on this memorable occasion, and that 
proclaimed the final decision. 

The important event also serves to elucidate the 
primary subject, namely, of our Lord's address to 
Peter ; for let it be well observed that the edict, 
which went forth as law to the universal Church, 
did not emanate from that disciple, nor bear upon 
it the least sign of his name, or of his authority, 
nor, in any degree, indicate a need of his special 
sanction. The decree, moreover, did not issue in 
the name of all the Apostles, but in that of ^'the 

E 
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Apostles and elders cmd brethren'' In other 
words, the promulgation was by the sole authority 
of the assembled Church. 

Thus incidentally, yet most happily, this recorded 
fact illustrates the meaning of the terms of the 
Saviour's commission to "6eW and to '*foo«^;"and, 
by an exemplification, serves to show the nature 
of the power, to which those terms refer, and the 
mode, also, of its exercise. The Church, by the 
event in question, is taught that this power was 
not vested either in the Apostles, or elders, and, 
much less, in any one Apostle, or elder, individually, 
but in the whole body of the faithful, collectively. 
For it was by the fiat of the assembled "saints," 
that the decree was promulgated, which loosened 
the bond of Jewish ordinances, and confirmed the 
obligations of the purely moral law. 

By an historical fact, of great significance, there- 
fore, corroboration is aflForded to the argument, 
viz., that our Lord, in the address to Peter, apos- 
trophized, in that disciple, the universal company 
that should thenceforward confess, as Peter had 
done, that Jesus was ^^the Christ, the Son of the 
limng God," 

Wherefore there is no warrant, for the dogma 
of Peter's supremacy, to be discerned in the pro- 
ceedings of the Church at the council of Jerusalem ; 
that Apostle's individual influence, authority, and 
power being merged and hidden, and to all ap- 
pearances lost, in the aggregated authority of the 
assembly. 

Nor does St. Peter evince the least consciousness 



V. 1. 
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of a slighted dignity; but, on the contrary, he 
seems to acquiesce in the general sentiment, as to 
his position of equality with the rest of the 
disciples. 

And this absence, apparently, of all claim to 
hierarchal rank and superiority, is further shown 
by the style and title by which this servant of 
Christ has, himself, chosen to be designated; 
namely, by that of ''Apostle" and "Elder." iPet. i. l; 
But if Peter were really aware of the high-priestly 
office, to which he is said to have been exalted, the 
smallest abatement of, or neglect to assert, his claim 
to pre-eminence in the Church, would have been a 
compromise, not only of his own sovereignty, but 
of that which pertained to his so-called successors 
to his pontificate. This, however, involves a 
charge agamst the Apostle, which there is not a 
particle of proof to justify. The character of Peter 
is a sufficient guarantee that he renounced no 
position, which a commission of his Lord, and the 
good of the imiversal Church, would have required 
him to maintain. 



IX. 



If the Apostle Peter assumed nothing, in the 
way of title, or pre-eminent dignity, for himself; no 
other Apostle was so forward, as he, to ascribe to 
individual members, of the Christian body, the 

E 2 
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most exalted spiritual rank and eminence : — " Ye 
alsOy" he says, (associating, in holy fellowship, each 
true disciple with Christ, who is ^'the chief comer 

^^k\^ 5^071^,") '^ Ye also, as lively stones, are built up 
' ' a spiritual house, an HOLY PRIESTHOOD, 
to offer up spiritual sacrifices,'*^ acceptable to God 
by Jesus Christ," And, again, ^' Ye are a chosen 
generation, a ROYAL PRIESTHOOD, an holy 
nation^ a peculiar people" * ♦ « 

These remarkable passages reveal, in all the 
fulness of Gospel light, the real priesthood (not 
carnal, as of Aaron, but spiritual, as of Christ) 
which, imder the Christian dispensation, has dis- 
placed the shadowy and purely typical priesthood 
of the Jewish law. 

In virtue of an intimate and inseparable union 
with the *^ Priest for ever, after the ord&r of 

£ph. V. 80. Melchizedek,^' — for, *' we are members of His body, 
of His flesh, and of His bones^' — every true disciple, 
being " ons teith Christ/' is, therefore, a partaker 

Heb. vii. of the royal and abiding priesthood of '^the Son, 
who is consecrated for evermore." 

From these ample premisses it is concluded that 
as the only priesthood, referred to by Peter, is that 
which, in a spiritual sense, pertains to every true 
Christian; and that as this Apostle makes no 
claim, whatsoever, to any title or function (except- 

* ** SpwUualsacrificei" (wvivfiariKaQ Bvffiae), such sacrifices, 
and such only, are admissible in the Church ; and these are 
appropriate alike to all Christians, whether Ministers or 
people, whether " mcUe or female ; '" **/or ye a/re all one in 
Christ /e«tw."— (Gal. iii. 28.) 
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ing that of hi^ Apostleship) in the Chiirch, in 
virtue of his spiritual relation to the Lord Jesus 
Christ, ''the High Priest," he (the Apostle) had 
no actual priesthood, save that which he possessed 
in common with every true believer. 

The system of interpretation, thus applied to 
the declarations of St. Peter, is perfectly in 
accordance with that which has been observed in 
reference to St. Paul, both the Apostles, evidently, 
concurring, as to the true nature of Christian 
priesthood, — St. Paul, showing that the carnal and 
ecclesiastical priestly fanction had passed away ; 
and St. Peter, representing the spiritual priesthood 
of the saints as that which now pertains to them ; 
and thus, in describing the nature of their sacer- 
dotal character, he, the Apostle, describes his own 
likewise. 

Finally, in regard to the correspondence of 
doctrine, upon this matter of priesthood, between 
these inspired teachers, it is clear that, if St. Peter 
is to be considered as the founder of a sacerdotal 
order, and as the first in a long line of priestly 
succession, that Apostle is placed in direct opposi- 
tion to his apostolical brother. For Si Paul, 
utterly excluding *' succession'^ and " repetition,^' 
and reasoning from carnal to spiritual, from type 
to antitype, and from shadow to substance, — ^in a 
word, from Aaron to Jesus, and from the human 
to the Divine, instead of from human to human, — 
makes the whole weight of the argument, in favor 
of the Christian economy, to rest upon the one 
priest and the " one offering, once offered." But 
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if St. Peter's high-priesthood be admitted, and, 
with it, that of the long line of his high-priestly 
successors, together with their oft-repeated offer- 
ings, (for priests and sacrifices are inseparable 
concomitants,) it is manifest that the two Apostles 
are brought into violent antagonism, their respec- 
tiye systems being absolutely contradictory the one 
to the other. 

As, however, the fact of this irreconcilable 
difference is contingent upon the supposed fact of 
St. Peter's high-priesthood, the former has no need 
of discussion, till the proof of the latter has been 
satisfactorily established. In this case, the ontis 
probcmdi rests, not with the deniers, but with the 
asserters, of the Apostle's hierarchal office in the 
Christian Church. 

Nor is it irrelevant to notice the sin and the 
peril, attending a failure in the establishment of 
the proof here demanded. 

Without the clear and express warrant of God's 
holy word, the assumption of priesthood involves 
the sin of a twofold usurpation. It usurps the 
mediatorial and priestly office of the Son of God. 
It intrudes and officiously obstructs — where neither 
man nor angel has a title to interpose — between 
the believer and his God ! A priest-mediator, 
upon earth, is a superfluous agent to one who, as 
the Apostle Peter himself asserts, hath *'a royal 
IIel).x 19. priesthood;'* and who hath, ^'therefore," as the 
Apostle Paul declares, " boldness to enter into the 
holiest by the blood ofJestis," * 

• The implied " higk-prieithood '' of the believer, in vurtue 
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Upon these grounds, it seems a reasonable 
apprehension that a Minister of the Gospel — ^who 
is not content with the dignity, and with the 
legitimate influence, which that holy office confers, 
but aspires to minister as a sacrificing priest, — 
unconsciously, it may be, but in opposition to 
the Word of God, not innocently — renders himself 
obnoxious to the Divine rebuke and condemnation. 
(Bee note L.) 



X. 



There is one most important point yet to be 
considered, and an argument still to be supplied, 
ere the scriptural evidence, upon the main question 
of Peter's supremacy, can be regarded as complete. 
Reference should be made to the expressed, or 
implied, sentiments of the Saviour Himself, as the 
safest and most conclusive commentary upon His 
own address ; mistake will be impossible with such 
a guide. 

If, indeed, the Lord's declaration to the Apostle 
were intended to ordain that disciple to a kingly 
patriarchate and popedom, or to any special office 
of pre-eminence above his brethren, such ordination 
must necessarily be found to harmonize with the 
recorded views and teaching of Him by whom it 
was conferred. Passages, in confirmation of the 

of his union with his Lord, as declared in these passages, is 
mamfest. 



60 

fact in question, both as to the intention and its 
accomplishment, would repeatedly occur in the 
various pages of the New Testament; and, 
instead of being '* few and far between," it might 
be expected that such confirmatory evidences, 
throughout the four Gospels and numerous Epistles, 
would abound. 

But if, instead of the New Testaments' being 
replete with proofs, that one of the Apostles was 
pre-eminent in rank above his brethren, not a 
single statement to that eflFect is to be found, it is 
a reasonable inference that no such pre-eminence 
could have been conferred. Again, and on the other 
hand, if it can be plainly shown that all inequality 
of position, to the exclusion of the very signs and 
indications of individual pre-eminence, by rank, 
title, or homage, were most expressly forbidden, 
then the evidence passes from the negative to the 
positive proof, that the gift of " the keys *' could 
not have conferred any one of those attributes of 
distinction which the Saviour has so emphatically 
excluded and condemned. 

In perfect consistency with this marked dis- 
approval by the Lord of the smallest approach to 
either eminence of rank and title, or inequality of 
place, amongst His disciples, reference can at once 
be made to the very terms in which the prohibition 
is conveyed. Thus, for instance, does the Saviour 
rebuke the pride of title and of place, and shut out 
Matt. the excuse for its indulgence: — ^^ But be not ye 
^*"^' ' • called Rabbi : for one is your Master, even Christ ; 
and all ye are brethren. And call no man yowr 
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Father upon the earth : for one is your Father^ 
which is in heaven," 

How is this absolute condemnation to be recon- 
ciled with the fact, that there was, at that moment, 
present a disciple, who, according to the new 
theological theory of development, was to assume 
and to transmit, to the end of the Christian 
dispensation, the titles of " Holt Father," and 
of "His Holiness the Pope?" 

But, again, saith the Lord, — ^^ Neither be ye 
called masters. But he that is greatest atmng 
you shall he you/r servant/* 

The sole pre-eminence, therefore, which may be 

recognised, is pre-eminence in loving and devoted 

service. The like injunctions, but in greater 

fulness, are conveyed to the Church by St. Mark : 

— " Ye know," saith the Saviour, '^ that they Mark x. 

' ' -^ 42 44 

which are accounted to rule over the Gentiles 

exercise lordship over them; and their great ones 

exercise authority upon them. But so shall it not 

he among you : hut whosoever will he great among 

you, shall he your minister : and whosoever of you 

will he the chief est y shall he servant of all" 

Here, again, the only pre-eminence, to be 

tolerated in the Church, is an untitled and a 

merely moral superiority, — a greatness of humility, 

meekness, and charity ; by these excellences, alone, 

are the disciples, as such, to be distinguished the 

one from the other. As for the matter of rank in 

the worldy in its civil relations, and apart from the 

spiritual condition, the point is not touched upon, 

nor considered. 



62 *'KLEIS"— "THE KEYS." 

But, to refer again to the sacred text, in proof 
that, in the Christian Church, no sort of individual 
and personal eminence is recognised, save that of 
a spiritual and moral character, the following 
Matt. passage claims especial r^ard : — *' At the same 
Spared' **^^ ^^^ *^^ disciples uuto JesuSy saying, Who is 
with Mark the greatest in the kingdom of heaven ? And Jesus 
called a little child unto Him, and set him in the 
midst of them, and said, Verily I say unto you, 
Except ye be converted, and become as little children, 
ye shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven. 
Whosoever therefore shall humble himself as 
this little child, the same is greatest in the kingdom 
of heaven.'* * -x- * ^' But whoso shall 
offend one of these little ones, which believe in me, 
it were better for him^* &c. 

Now, when it is remembered that these several 
addresses were expressly given to impress upon 
the minds of the disciples, firstly, their absolute 
equality amongst themselves, and, secondly, that 
they, as heavenly-minded and humble men, were 
to regard all, and every kind of, pre-eminence of 
rank, title, and homage, as quite incompatible 
with, and hostile to, their holy mission to an 
ambitious, selfish, and vainglorious world, it is 
obvious that the Apostles, as Ministers of the 
everlasting Gospel, were, in their mode of being, to 
present a striking contrast to the style and being 
of the world. And, lastly, when it is considered 
that these earnest exhortations were uttered in the 
hearing of men, who themselves, also, were so 
imbued with ambitious longings after rank and 



*'KLEIS"— "THE KEYS." 63 

precedence, that they scarcely could restain their 
vainglorious ''strife,*' even in the very presence 
of their Lord, then will the rebuke administered 
be understood in its true force of emphasis, and the 
command be received in its real extent and com- 
prehensiveness. 

In this prohibition of titles and honors, of every 
kind, the thing signified, pre-eminence, is that 
which is especially excluded, " Master," " Babhi,*' 
''Father;" even these, comparatively, homely and 
familiar titles are forbidden to those who are to be 
" examples to the flock " of Christ, in lowliness ; 
each individual of these pastors being required to 
r^ard himself as " the younger,*' and "as he that 
doth serve." The natural desire of dignity and 
dominion, the hankering after " lordship*' and the 
love of '' salutations in the market place,*"* are 
thus, summarily, condemned; the ambitious long- 
ings of the disciples being met by that peremptory 
fiat, " But te shall not be so 1" 

The authoritative injunction, excepting none of 
the Apostles, and therefore comprehending them 
all, smites, as it were with the " hammer that 
breaketh the rock in pieces,'^ the brittle fabric of 
Roman and of Romish assumption and usurpation. 
For it is manifest that no pre-eminence could 
have been conferred upon any one member of the 
apostolic company, nor to that pre-eminence, 
appropriate titles and homage have been granted, 
since that solitary instance, of permitted " lord- 
ship," would have sufficed to render the Saviour's 
injunctions, illustrations, and arguments contra- 
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dictory and futUe. Wherefore, it is reasonably 
concluded that the particular address, to Peter, in 
reference to " the keys, " must necessarily be con- 
sistent with the injunctions laid upon him, in 
common with the other Apostles ; and, conse- 
quently, that no sort of distinction above his 
brethren, in the way of title or precedence, could 
have been conferred upon him, any more than, 
at his expense, such pre-eminence could have been 
granted to any one of them. It is for the advo- 
cates of a supremacy, — and who, infer entially, 
lay a profane charge of inconsistency against the 
Lord's teaching, — to bring forth their proofs, not 
from *' the traditions of men,'* but from '' the Word 
of God." Till these evidences be adduced and 
established, the assertion of St. Peter's primacy, 
together with the stupendous system of usurpation 
and error deduced therefrom, must stand naked 
and condemned in the light of that Divine Reve- 
lation, which has been made to us by the supreme 
Head of the Church, " the Judge of all the 
earth," Nothing, upon the point, short of such 
a condemnatory sentence, can be looked for by the 
Christian/ that humbly and teachably hearkens 
to the Saviour's words, as to the only infallible 
interpreters of that Saviour's meaning. 

Strong, indeed, must be the delusion that can 
shut out the light, which is shed, by the Lord 
Himself, upon His own most lucid teaching! The 
error, in these cases of spiritual obliquity, is in- 
variably sustained by a very elastic and accom- 
modating system of int^retation. Thus, when 
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the literal sense is thought to answer the end in 
view, the letter of the text is rigorously main- 
tained ; but when the obvious sense of the pas- 
sage is opposed to that end, (as in the matter 
of the condemnation of titles and pre-eminence 
amongst the disciples,) then not merely the literal 
sense, but the whole text, whether literal or 
figurative, is, bodily, ignored and set aside! It 
is in this manner that the scriptural evidence 
against the Bomish fiction, of St. Peter's head- 
ship of the universal Church, is dismissed with 
such easy assurance and such perfect self-com- 
placency. Whereas the Gospel, in its direct and 
simple teaching, — ^being the sole ground of appeal, 
the paramount evils of priesthood and of worldly 
glory and dominion (fruitful sources of so many 
antichristian doctrines and doings !), would vanish 
like the night before the rising sun. Thus would 
it happen, — ^in reference to the Lord's address 
to Peter.— The '"stone" the ''rock," and ''the 
keys,'* (by the elucidation those metaphors would 
receive from the context, and from a regard to 
the analogy of faith, and to Scripture history,) 
would dispel the notion that the Apostle, himself , 
was the sole foundation of the Church, in any 
sense whatsoever, spiritual, clerical, or ecclesias- 
tical. Such an appeal, to the Gospel, would 
demonstrate that the authority and power of 
''the keys,'' and to "bind," and to "hose" were 
not conmiitted to any one member of the apos- 
tolical company, but to the entire body of the 
faithful; the Church, itself, possessing, and, of 
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right Divine, exercising its own sovereignty, — This 
sovereignty, as before stated, being vested in the 
aggregate, not in the segregate ; not in the one, 
but in the many, was openly asserted and dis- 
Acts XV. played by the edict of *' the Apostles, and Elders, 
and Brethren," (See Note M) ; but not, as would 
otherwise have been the case, by a " bull " of the 
Apostle Peter, in his character of ^* holg father** 
and *' pontifex maocimus^'* 

Besides, the reasonable rule of interpretation, in 
cases of doubt and of difficulty, must needs be to 
accept the meaning, which best agrees with the 
general sentiments of the author, as expressed by 
the context. But, in the passage under consi- 
deration, the advocates of the priesthood and 
"primacy" reverse the rule, by insisting upon 
a sense which is least in accordance with the 
context, and most in opposition to the Divine 
Author's emphatic expression of His mind and 
will! 

And, here, it may be permitted to observe, that 
the interpretation, presented by this Commentary, 
has been worked out — ^it may be humbly yet 
honestly affirmed — ^by a careful process of gram- 
matical analysis, and with a special regard to the 
purely figurative character of the language, and, 
therefore, to the rhetorical rules by which it must 
be construed and understood. This process, it 
may be observed, has not been deviated firom, nor 
interrupted, at any one of its stages; but has 
been consistently maintained throughout. 
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XI. 

To resume and to epitomise the ajgument, it 
may sufBce to say, that the commendation and 
the blessing, pronounced by the Lord, though, 
apparently, solely addressed to Peter, were, medi- 
ately and by an apostrophe, intended for all the 
disciples who were then present; that Apostle 
standing as their representative; and, by the 
influence of the Holy Spirit, coming forward as 
spokesman of the company; the one preacher. 
Apostle, and prophet (Peter) by synecdoche, 
standing for all the prophets, Apostles, and the 
Lord, as the foundation of the Church — And, by 
metonomy, the preacher personifying that funda- 
mental truth, which he proclaimed, viz., that 
Jesus is " the Christ, the Son of the limng God.'* 
This will be evident, if it be remembered that 
although, when the question was asked of all the 
disciples, indiscriminately, and that but one gavQ 
the answer to the inquiry, — '^ Whom say ye that 
I amV'—^ti that a response, in the minds and 
hearts of the entire company, was created by the 
same Holy Spirit — ^Who dictated Peter's memorable 
answer — is evident, not one of the Apostles dissent- 
ing from, but all of them assenting to, the great 
foundation-truth : that Jesus is " the Christ, the 
Son of the limng God*' The assent, of each of 
the Apostles, to this precious and all-important 
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doctrine, is manifest by the exhortation and the 
caution which were immediately given by the 
Lord, not to Peter only, but to all the Apostles ; 

j^^^ . for the inspired Evangelist adds, ^^ Then charged 
20. He His disciples that they should tell no man 
that He was Jesus the Christ ;** an exhortation 
which demonstrates the complete adherence of the 
Apostles to the faith professed by their brother, 
Peter, and their claim to partake of the privi- 
leges and blessings which resulted from that 
profession. 

Again, the chief matter of the Lord's address, 
and the subject of His approval, were not a ques- 
tion of the person, but of the essential doctrine — 
not a matter of ecclesiastical polity, but of reli- 
gious belief and principle, the embracing of which, 
in sincerity and truth, is '^life eternal," In short, 
the question referred, not to Peter, but, to Peter's 
horii,—'' God manifest in the flesh:'— ''The 

Acts X. 43. Christ, the Son of the living God,'' — For " to Him 
give all the prophets mtness, that through His 
name whosoever believeth in Him shall receive 

1 Cor. ill. remission of sins," Wherefore, since " other 
^^' foundation can no man lay than that is laid, 
which is Jesus Christ/' it is concluded that the 
"Bock," against which " the gates of hell" shall 
not *' prevail," is not the Apostle Peter, but " the 
Son of the living God;" for ''that Bock is 
Christ," 

But it would scarcely be deemed honest, and 
would evince but little knowledge of the real 
matter at issue, if this dissertation reached its 
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close without some notice of the fact, that while 
Romanists discern nothing in the words, "upon 
this Bock," save a Pope, and a sacerdotal 
system and polity; their opponents, in dislike and 
dread of Romish error and usurpation, gladly 
close their eyes to the possibility, even, that the 
Rock can have any reference to Peter. But, if 
there be truth in the argument, which has been 
derived from this analysis of the Lord s address, 
the apprehensions of the Protestant are totally 
unfounded. For, if the Apostle be apostrophized 
as representing the whole company of the "pro- 
phets" and "Apostles" including "the Apostle 
and High Priest of our profession, Christ Jesus'' 
Peter must have been apostrophized as the " Rock,** 
as well as by the surname, " a Stone," and, there- 
fore, as the whole of the foundation. But this 
gives no support to the Romish usurpation; for 
while, by synecdoche, the one inspired teacher 
represents the entire company ; by metonomy, it 
is not the teachers themselves, but the truth which 
they taught, which is the foundation of the Church, 
against which " the gates of hell shall not pre- 
'dail;*' so that, in fact, the "rock*' in this place 
signifies neither a person, nor a polity, but, — the 
Lord, who is " The Truth." Jo^ ^^ 

This explanation of the text, supported as it is 
by such a mass of evidence, derived from both 
facts and doctrines, may suffice to demonstrate 
the unwarrantableness of the sacerdotal pretensions 
which, by a bold perversion of the Saviour's 

F 
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address and meaning, a so-called priesthood has 
sought to justify. 

Upon these grounds the entire theory of St. 
Peter's supremacy, with its dogma of priestly suc- 
cession, is rejected as an utter fallacy. Our 
blessed Lord's address to the Apostles, collectively, 
the proceedings of the Church, as recorded in 
'*The Acts,'* and the conduct and writings of 
^'the Apostle of the Gentiles,*' all bear witness 
against the Romish assumption, as involving 
principles that are antichristian — ^principles that, 
if admitted, cannot abide alone, but must be the 
source of an endless amount of superstitious vani- 
ties, darkening the counsel of God, substituting "the 
traditions of men " for the truths of the Gospel, and 
self-righteous formalism for the "faith that worketh 
by love*' and for that self-abasing and Christ-exalt- 
ing doctrine ; whereof St. Paul speaks, when, in 
Phil. iii. humble and earnest expectation, he says, " That I 
^' ^' may win Christ, and he found in Him, not having 
mine ovm righteomness, which is of the law, but 
that which is through the faith of Christ, the 
righteousness which is of God by faiths 

If a patriarchate, or popedom, with all its attri- 
butes of civil and ecclesiastical pre-eminence, au- 
thority, and power, had been conferred upon one 
of the disciples, it is unaccountable that, as may 
again be remarked, no notice whatever — either by 
the Church collectively, or by any one of the 
Evangelists, or Apostles, individually — should have 
been taken of a circumstance in every respect so 
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calculated to excite the deepest attention. But 
no such notice is observable in the New Testa- 
ment. The advocates of St. Peter's priesthood 
and primacy are bound to explain this omission. 

Secondly. If a high priesthood, or even sacri- 
ficial office of an inferior order^ had been bestowed 
upon one of the Apostles, the admission of any 
such sacerdotal office and ministry, into the Church, 
would be utterly irreconcilable with the doctrine 
of the Atonement, and the ''One offering once 
offered" as set forth and insisted upon in the 
inspired statements, upon that subject, by the 
Apostle PauL 

Thirdly. It is impossible to recognise the exist- 
ence of any pre-eminence of rank, or ecclesiastical 
dignity, amongst the Apostles, without sanction- 
ing the violation of a Divine and express com- 
mandment, and peremptory prohibition. Upon 
this point the language of the Lord, Himself, is as 
clear as it is conclusive, namely, — 

"BUT YE SHALL NOT BE SO." 



XII. 

The whole subject of this dissertation, when 
reduced to its smallest compass, brings into relief 
the one prominent feature, — namely, that of 
PRIESTHOOD, with its peopitiatory sacri- 
fice. This is evident; for, placed together, in 
juxta-position, on the one side, we behold " tradi- 
turn,'* maintaining (or said to maintain) that &om 

F 2 
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the Apostle Peter, as from a " Holy Father/' a 
spiritual progeny of priests has been derived ; and 
that this priestly line, in regular descent, has been, 
and shall be, continued in the Church by a per- 
petual and unbroken succession. And, by way 
of enforcing this dogma, it is insisted that all, 
who lay claim to be Ministers of the Gospel, shall 
derive their ordination from this single source; 
or, lacking this derivation, they must bear the 
stigma of heresy or, at least, of schism. 

On the other side, we find the Gospel, in 
direct opposition to "tradition," solemnly de- 
claring that there is but one priest, and who can 
have no successor. He being " a priest for ever/' 
even Jesus '' the Christ, the Son of the living 
God;" and but "one offering" And that, more- 
Heb.viL, over, that "one offering/' but ^' once offered/' is 
imd x^*' ^®^®^ *^ ^® repeated ; because it perfecteth, "for 
ever, thmn that are sanctified," So that the 
Gospel, instead of insisting upon succession in the 
priesthood, and repetition of the ofifering, empha- 
tically rejects them both, as the indubitable signs 
of weakness and insufficiency. Wherefore, the 
Romish and "traditional" system, by asserting 
its dogmas of priestly succession and of sacri- 
ficial services, needing constant repetition, makes 
thereby a proclamation of its own condemna- 
tion. The New Testament, as if the very 
title of "priest" were unsuited to a Christian 
Minister, excludes from the Church that desig- 
nation altogether. 

Can it be said that such an exclusion has no 
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significance, and that it conveys no instruction to 
the Church, and gives no warning ? 

There is, yet, a positive command of our Lord 
to be noticed, which the dogma of the supremacy 
violates in a twofold manner ; namely, the maxim, 
^'Render to Ccesar the things that are Gcesar^s, Markxii. 
and to God the things that are God's," 

How does the gift of *' the keys" as understood 
and explained by Rome, exemplify itself, with 
reference to the above sacred maxim, in the con- 
duct of the Church in question ? The so-called 
successors of St. Peter, instead of rendering all 
due homage and submission " to Ccesar" exact 
from ** Ccesar'' the profoundest reverence and the 
most entire subjection. And as with the first, so, 
likewise, with the second, clause of the Divine 
precept. St. Peter's successors arrogate to them- 
selves titles {See Note N) and attributes which 
belong to God alone. And, by way of climax, 
the bishop of Rome, in virtue of his special claim 
to " the keys'* takes to himself the title of " Pon- 
tifex Maadmm ;"* in other words, assumes the 
office and dignity of that high-priesthood, which 
is the exclusive right of *' the Christy the Son 
of the living God ;" thus totally ignoring that 
essential precept, viz., ''that all men should Jolmv. 23. 
honour the Son, even as they honour the Father.*^ 
In this twofold violation of the Saviour's com- 
mandment ; first, by a most incongruous assump- 
tion of royal dignity and paramount dominion, 
and, secondly, by that most astounding of usurpa- 
tions, the assumption of priesthood, the principles 
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and practice of the Church of Rome exhibit an 
undisguised antagonism; not, as that Church 
pretends, to the teaching of a '* Luther " and a 
" Calvin/' only, but, to the most positive in- 
junctions of the Word of God. The kingly and 
priestly primacy, assumed by Rome — as if de- 
rivable from the metaphorical terms, the " stons" 
the ^'rock," and " the keys" — has, by this analysis 
of the text, in which those terms occur, been proved 
to be not only irreconcilable with, but in oppo- 
sition to, the doctrines of the Gospel ; and 
that the assumption of the priestly office is pre- 
eminently obnoxious to the faith of Christ ; and, 
in reference to the atonement, most grievously 
erroneous. Finally, that, brought to the simple 
test of the Bible, and thus weighed in those 
unerring " balancesy* these claims, to kingly and 
sacerdotal dominion, have been ^^fov/nd wanting!* 
The only standard of appeal which has been 
recognised in this dissertation, so far as doctrine 
has been concerned, is the inspired Word of God ; 
directly or indirectly, to that sacred and infallible 
oracle, alone, has the appeal been made. For, 
according to the saying of the Apostle Paul, it 
2 Tim. iii. is a holy and acceptable maxim that '* all Scrip- 
15—17. ^^^^ ^^ ffiven by inspiration of God, and is 
profitable for doctrine, for reproof for correction^ 
for instruction in righteousness ;" and that, as 
previously declared by the same Divine authority, 
'' the holy Scriptures are able to make " us " wise 
unto salvation, through faith which is in Christ 
Jesus/* But " the rule of faith " observed, from 
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first to last, has not been, as the Romanists are 
wont to describe and to decry it, " the Scriptwre 
interpreted according to every mans private 
opinion;'' but, the Scripture interpreted by the 
Scripture; or 'the inspired volume, its own 

INSPIRED interpreter/ 

In fine, this dissertation cannot be so fitly 
terminated by the negation of what has been 
declared to be false, as by the re-assertion and 
aflirmation of what has been proved to be true. 
It has been denied that the metaphors, the 
''stone/' the ''rock/' ''the keys/' justify the 
assumption of kingly and priestly offices and 
dominion, either separately or in combination. 
But it is affirmed and maintained, by appeals to 
reason and to Scripture, that the Saviour's 
address, in which those metaphors occur, does not 
limit the principles and powers, which it embodies 
and conveys, to the individual Apostle, alone, 
whom it apostrophizes ; but that it is extended in 
all its fulness of application (inspiration excepted) 
to the whole company of them that believe. For 
that while the metaphors, the " stone '* and the 
" rock/* refer to the foundation of revealed trvithy 
upon which, figuratively, the Church is said to be 
built, — and which foundation, by a metonomy, is 
represented by *' the Apostles and prophets,'^ and 
the Lord, — the metaphors, to "bind" and to 
"loose/' in connexion with "the keys/' refer 
chiefly to the maintenance of Christian discipline, 
and to the authority, for that purpose, which is 
vested, not in the Apostles, but in the Church ; 
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that is to say, in the " congregation of faithful 
men." Thus does this appeal to the Bible compel 
a rejection of the Romish interpretation, as mili- 
tating against the letter, the spirit, and even the 
fundamental doctrines, of the Gospel. And thus, 
abo, does the explanation, here given, constrain 
acceptance, on the ground that it harmonizes 
with the entire scheme of redemption, and pre- 
sents a perfect agreement with that great and all- 
important saying of the Apostle, which acknow- 
lec^es the one foundation of the Church, and but 
iCor.iii. that One, alone : — '^ For other foundation can 
^^* no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus 
Christ/' 

With a parting reference to the words, " upon 
this rock," it is evident that the oneness predi- 
cated of the ^'foundation'*' corresponds with the 
unity of the ''truth," itself; and, therefore, it is 
concluded that, as Jesus Christ is the only foun- 
dation, upon which the Church is built, the 
"rock" upon which that Church is built, '^ is 
Christ" This conclusion is perfectly in accord- 
ance with the grammatical construction of the 
Lord's address ; for, if the Apostle Peter be 
apostrophized as the " rock" he is so, as already 
shown, merely by a metonomy, whereby the 
inspired confessor of *' the truth " is figuratively 
put for "the truth,''* which he confessed; and 
thus the "rock" is, not Peter, but, ^^ Jesus 
Christ, the Son of the living God" Is there 
place here for two "rocks''' and two "founda- 
tionsy' iustead of one ? Nowhere, in the entire 
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voltune of inspiration, is such a place to be found. 
Wherefore, " ascribe ye greatness unto our God. Deut.xxxii 
He is the bock, His work is perfect : for all ' 
His ways are judgment : a God of truth and 
without iniquity, just and right is He'* 



XIII. 



Once more, and in conclusion, it must be asserted, 
that the Church, or general body of the faithful, 
possessed and exercised, with Divine approval, in 
the apostolic age, powers which have subsequently 
been ascribed exclusively to the Apostles, and to 
those who claim to be their successors — inspira- 
tion, alone, excepted — ^is demonstrable by many 
precepts, and by historical facts, of the New Tes- 
tament. But if no such participation in these 
powers be consistent with the special fonctions of 
the appointed Ministers, — functions which a due 
regard for Christian order will reverentially save 
from invasion, — then would the inspired exhorta- 
tions and promises exclusively given, in further- 
ance of this lay participation, have been com- 
municated to the Church in vain. 

From the above, as from obvious premisses, it is 
concluded that so important a branch of the sub- 
ject should not be left without investigation. To 
eflfect this briefly, use may be made of a learned 



78 "KLEIS'^ — "THE KEYS/^ 

work, already cited, which gives a foir analysis of 
the gift of '^the Keys," specifying the several 
powers which may, reasonably, find their sphere of 
exercise in lay ministration. The author in ques- 
tion thus expresses himself, — ^' The Keys * denote 
the entire sacred gift to (of) Peter. Wherefore^ by 
the words, binding and loosing ^ are comprehended 
aU those things which Peter performedy by apostolic 
power, in virtue of the name of Jesus Christ, and 
through faith in that name, in [or by) teaching, 
convincing exhorting, prohibiting, permitting, com- 
forting, forgiving, healing, resuscitating, and 
punishing." 

If there be truth in the foregoing definition, it 
cannot fail of corroboration by the Gospel ; and, 
that it obtains this needful confirmation, may be 
rendered evident by the following references to 
that infallible authority. 

That, under the primitive discipline, the laity, 
as they are termed, so far obtained a share in the 
power of " the Keys,^' as to possess and to apply 
**the key of knowledge," is admitted with satis- 
faction and approval by the Apostle PauL In 
his Epistle to the Church at Rome, he says, — 
Bom XV " -^^ ^ myself am persuaded of you, my brethren, 



u. 



* " Claves denotant totum mimus Petri. Quare ligandi et 
solyendi verbis, compiehendimtur omnia ea, que Petrus, in 
virtute nominis Jesu Christi, et per fidem in illud nomen, 
apostolic^ potestate, gessit, — docendo, convincendo, hortando, 
prohibendo, permittendo, consolando, remittendo, , sanando, 
refluflcitando, puniendo.'*—'*BBirGELLn, Gnomon," &c. Matt. 
xvL 19, p. 101. 
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thai ye are full of goodness, filled with all know- 
ledge, able also to admonish one another," 

That this ability^ to teach and exhort^ is spe- 
cially to be desired by Christians in general, is 
also clear from the Epistle to the Church at 
Corinth, including ^' all that in every place call i Cor.i. 2. 
upon the name qf Jesus Christ." 

^'Desire," saith the Apostle, ^^ spiritual gifts, i Cor. xiv. 
but rather that ye may prophesy." And that this ^"~^* 
gift was not, in this instance, to be understood as 
a power of foretelling future events, the explana- 
tion is added, — '' He that prophesieth speaketh to 
edification, and exhortation, and comfort" .... 
" that the Church may receive edifying." And, 
moreover, it is affirmed that the exercise of this 
gift is not only for the benefit of the Church, but 
that it serves for convincing, and, so, for convert- i Cor. xiv. 
lag/* one that believeth not,'* hence the speciality ^' ^^* ^^' 
of the injunction, — " Desire spiritual gifts, but 
rixther that ye may prophesy" 

Nor was this important office confined to men. 
Women (though forbidden to teach in the Church, 
1 Tim. ii. 12,) were recognised as having this 
" key of knowledge,^' and the power of its appli- 
cation. This is proved by the Epistle to the Phi- 
lippians, — ''Help those women," * saith St. Paul, Phii, iv. 3. 

* The most zealous for the mamtenance of a literal priest- 
hood, and who assert that the rite of baptism introduces the 
recipient into ** the kingdom of hea/ven,^* do yet allow that, in 
an emergency, female hands may administer the sacred ordi- 
nance. Nor is it generally denied that, notwithstanding the 
breach, thereby, of Church discipline, a layman's administra- 
tion of this ** sacrament ",is thoroughly valid ; so that, by the 
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''which laboured teith me in the Gospel, mth 
Clement also, and tcitk other my fellow-labourers, 
whose names are in the book of life:' A striking 
example of the propriety and efficacy of lay minis- 
tration, and of female agency in the sacred work 
of teaching, is presented in the case of Aquila and 
Priscilla,by whose joint ministry the eloquent evan- 

Acts xviii. gelist, Apollos — though already " mighty in the 
24—26. Scriptures" — was brought to know "the way 
of God more perfectly*' From these various pas- 
sages it is not to be doubted, that if, among the 

Actsviii.4; disciples, ''that were scattered abroad" at the 

^' ~" * death of Stephen, women were included, they " la- 
boured with'* the men "in the Gospel;'* and if 
so, that ** the hand of the Lord was with them,** 
also ; and that, through their participation in the 
power of *' the keys,^' many " believed and turned 
to the Lord." 

With regard to the power of '^the keys," in 

2 Cor. ii. forgiving and in punishing, it has previously 
' ' been shewn that it was e;xercised by the " saints *' 

at Corinth, with the entire approval of St. Paul. 

right of baptism, what he has bound *' on eaHh^'' \a**h<mnd 
in hecwen" and what he has " loosed " on earth is, likewise, 
" loosed in heaven.''* Have not these lay folk the " keys ?" 

Beverting to the matter of female teaching, it is evident 
from St. Paul's declaration that the fellowship, in spiritual 
labor, which he acknowledges, was unconnected with secular 
things, the Apostles having altogether declined ** to serve 

Acts vi. tables^'* giving themselves ** continually to prayer and to the 
^~~°* ministry of the word'* In this case, of female ministration " of 

the word," to the unbelieving Jews^and Gentiles, may be dis- 
cerned a practical illustration of the text, — *' there is neither 

Gral. iii, 28. male nor female : for ye a/re aU one in Christ Jestts,** 
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And as to the miraculous powers, the only 
title to their possession was faith in the Son of 
God, according to the Divine promise, — "And Markxvi. 
these signs shall follow them that believe" If, ' 
therefore, the supernatural powers, exercised by 
Christians in the primitive ages, are to be 
ascribed to the gift of " the keys/' it is evident 
that "the keys'' pertained, to that extent, at 
least, to those by whom the miracles were wrought, 
even to such as believed in the name of the Son 
of God. 

But to appreciate, correctly, the glorious power, 
exercised by these " scattered" disciples, who "went 
everywhere preaching the word" and by whose 
ministry " much people were added unto the Lord" 
it must not be forgotten, that the messenger bore, 
as it were, in his hands, the instrument, by which 
the kingdom of heaven would be opened to the 
recipients of the message, but by which it might 
be closed, and possibly be so for ever; even to 
those by whom that message would be rejected. 
For the irreversible sentence presents but the one 
alternation, — "He that believeth not shall be Markxvi. 
damned." To the bearers of the Gospel in vita- ^^ 
tion, their Lord hath said, — " And whosoever shall Matt. x. 
not receive you, nor hear your words, when ye ^^' ^^• 
depart out of that house or city, shake off the dust 
ofyowr feet. Verily I say unto you, It shall be 
more tolerable for the land of Sodom and Go- 
morrha in the day of judgment, than for that city" 
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XIV. 

The power, to ^*bind" and to " loose^" to all 
eternity, and which, in reality, was lodged in the 
message, itself, and not in the messenger, must, 
&om its momentous nature, pertain to the most 
exalted of spiritual offices. Hence the Lord, 
Himself, assumes this ministry of " the keys ; '' 
and by prophetical anticipation, makes the preach- 
ing of the Gospel the primary and, as it were, 
the exclusive object of His divine mission. 

Isa. li. " 1^ spirit of the Lord God is upon me" saith 

1, 2. the Lord by His prophet, " because the Lord hath 

anointed me to bind up the brokenhearted, to pro^ 
claim LIBEBTT to the captives, and the opening of 
the prison to them that are bound ; to proclaim 
the acceptable year of the Lord, and the day of 
vengeance of our God'* 

The great Apostle of the Gentiles, as regards 
this pre-eminence which is given to the ministry 
of the Word, follows in the steps of his heavenly 

iCor.i. 17. Master, when he says, " For Christ sent me not to 
baptize, but to preach the Gospel/' (See Note 0.) 
But while the ministry of the Gospel as to the 
letter by the Lord and by His servants, is, iden- 
tically, the same, yet, in two respects, the ministry 
of the one and the ministry of the other mightily 
and essentially diflfer. For while the servants 

Acta X. 43. w®^* ^^^ declaring '*that whosoever bdieveth 
in Him'^ (Christ) " shall receive remission of sins,*' 

Luke xxiv. — according to the command, * * that repentance and 

47. 
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remission of sins should be preached in His 
name" — the Lord, Himself, not only preached the 
Gospel, but, also, " opened the heart to receive it," Acts xvi. 
and was '' exalted to ffive repentance and forgive- ' 
ness of sins," the necessity of which His servants 
had merely, and in His name, alone, the power to 
proclaim. The very Apostle to whom, by a rhe- 
torical figure, *' the keys " seemed to be so exclu- 
sively given, ventured not to exercise this right, 
himself, but referred the suppliant, for mercy and 
for pardon, to his God. Acts viii. 

Now, according to the Scriptures, thus cited, it 
is manifest that to no order of persons was the 
knowledge of, or faculty of, declaring the truths 
of the Gospel confined ; but that as " the Lord Pb. ixviii. 
gave the WORD, great was the company of the" 
preachers, by whose ministry, instrumentally, the 
light of Divine truth was diffused, the bands of 
sin were loosened, and, to multitudes of Jews and 
Gentiles, " the kingdom of heaven " was opened. 
Thus, in some measure, was fulfilled the saying of 
the evangelical prophet, — " And they shall declare Isa. Ixvi. 
my glory among the Gentiles. And they shall c<J^L^ 
bring all your brethren for an offering to the with Rom. 
Lord." . . . '^ As the children of Israel ^g^ ^^ ' 
bring an offering in a clean vessel into the hmse ^^ l- 
of the Lord." 

But while asserting the title of the whole- 
Christian body to the possession of " the keys,'' 
and to the exercise of the various powers which 
have been specified, — and while associating the 
latter, of necessity^ with the gift, to the entire 
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Church, of the Holy Ghost, — and, surely, this 
vast amount of lay power, for spiritual uses, 
and, pre-eminently, for external evangelization, in 
"the fieW of "the world" — ^so much of which, 
at our very door, is beyond the reach of an or- 
dained ministry, — is an element that has been 
sadly permitted to run to waste. Thousands of 
faithful men, through lack of Church sanction, 
are constrained to "stand idle in the market y 
became no man hath hired" them, and who, in 
the sacred "vineyard" could be most efficient 
" labourers " many of whom would, eventually, 
obtain the wages of their Great " Master," in 
Dan.3di.3. the fulfilment of the prophetic promise, — "And 
they that be wise shall shine as the brightness of 
the firmament; and they that turn vnany to 
righteousness as the stars for ever and ever^"" — 
It is, nevertheless, beyond the reach of question 
that the same Holy Spirit enjoined the appoint- 
ment of a special ministry, with a view to the 
permanent benefits of sound teaching, and to the 
maintenance of suitable discipline. It would 
appear, also, that, in process of time, the primitive 
custom, among Christians, of lay-speaking "to 
edification, exhortation, and comfort" in "the 
assembling of themselves together^'' fell into disuse; 
or, possibly, was, on grounds of a wise expediency, 
authoritatively suppressed. It may be that expe- 
rience discovered that lay-preaching, within the 
Church, imperilled order; and that, like other 
primitive customs, for instance, the having " all 
things common,^'' needed to be abandoned. But 
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with this allowance for the drying-up of the many 
sources of edification, and their reduction to the 
single stream, it is not undeserving of remark that 
the result curiously accords with the, so-called, 
system of " development /' which, by a one-sided 
process, has maniiged to magnify the one order in 
the Church into proportions that are truly colossal, 
while the other (if order it can be termed) has 
been compressed to the dimensions of a mere 
globule. 

It is well to observe, that the notion, that the 
Sovereign and Parliament are, properly, represen- 
tatives of the Church, and especially of the lay 
power, is an error. The secular arm is a member 
of a secular body, with its secular headship. But 
the clergy and laity are, together, members of a 
spiritual body,* the headship of which pertains 
not to man, but to " the Christ, the Son of the 
living God.'' The worldly business and calling no 
more divest the Christian (clerical, or lay) of his 
spiritual character, than did the "tent-making" 
of St. Paul divest him of his apostleship. 

The object, throughout this Commentary, has 
been so to sift, both text and context, as com- 
pletely to exhaust the subject, even though it 
should risk the exhausting of the reader's patience. 

** Spiritiial body.''^ — The author of these remarks, recog- 
nising, in all fulness, the loyalty due to the gracious Sove- 
reign of this favoured land, and the obedience due to its laws, 
must, nevertheless, and at the risk of the question of that 
loyalty, declare, that the secular power cannot, without vio- 
lence to Christian principle, interfere with matters that are 
purely spuitual. 

G 
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The very nature of the investigation has involved 
much seeming repetition, by necessitating, as it 
were, a going to and fro over similar, but not the 
same, grounds. All that the writer claims is, that 
his arguments may be tested by the "Word of God. 
Human authority is good, so far as it accords 
with that of revelation ; without that support, 
in Divine matters, the most learned and most 
honest opinion is worthless. 

Whatever be the errors or imperfections alleged 
against the formularies of the Church of England, 
it must be admitted, in honor of those formu- 
laries, that their final appeal is folly and unre- 
servedly to the Word of God. The sixth Article 
contains no allusion to the '' early fathers" to 
" the primitive ages ;" or to '* the unanimous con- 
sent of the Catholic Church ;*' but a plain and 
uncompromising assertion of the principle, that 
the Bible alone is the religion of Christians. 
Such is the teaching of the Church of England. 
It asks not, but, on the contrary, dispenses with, 
as valueless, the testimony of apostolic times, 
depending solely upon an appeal to apostolic 
doctrines. It asserts two sovereign principles : — 
firstly, the supremacy of " the Holy Scriptures ;" 
secondly, the right of private judgment; leaving 
but the '' One Mediator'' between the soul and 
God. To dissent, here, is not to separate from 
the Church in mere circumstantials, but in essen- 
tials ; and is an abandonment of the very pal- 
ladium of truth and of religious liberty. 

The soul, that forsakes the guidance of Scripture, 
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is given np to a strong delusion^ and becomes an 
easy prey to error in doctrine, and superstition 
in worship. The downward course thus com- 
menced, without the ''lamp'* and the ''light" of 
the Word of God, may, unless arrested by 
Divine grace, be pursued, with still increasing 
speed, till it tenoinate in spiritual darkness. 
Upon this point, of eternal moment, the Article in 
question, and the Scriptures to which it appeals, 
afford but one answer, each of them conjuring the 
Christian to " cease from many* and to turn, alone, 
to God. 

An " elder," not in office, but in age, and in 
virtue of an experience of more than forty years, 
may be permitted to urge, again, the appe^ to the 
holy volume, as the only *' light" to a Christian's 
"feet*' that is worthy of being trusted ; for by 
that guiding power, alone, can a safe way be 
found amidst the doubts and the darkness of 
conflicting dogmas. No seemingly wise dictum, 
appealing to antiquity or catholicity, is a sub- 
stitute for that "sure word of prophecy , where- 2Peti. 
unto" — saith the very Apostle, to whom "the keys" * 
were ffyen,—" ye do well that ye take heed^ as 
unto a light that shineth in a dark place,*' " For 
the prophecy came not in old time by the will of 
man: but holy men of God spake as they were 
moved by the Holy Ghost** 

The object is now attained, if the writer has 
succeeded in giving the true interpretation of the 
Lord's address to His Apostle ; first, especially, in 
demonstrating that the latter possessed neither 

G 2 
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priesthood nor supremacy ; secondly, by showing 
that the only priesthood, to be recognised, in 
the New Testament, among Christians,"*^ is that 
which is possessed by all, of every age and con- 
dition, in the Church ; and who are '' kings and 

1 Pet.ii. 9, priests;** "a royal priesthood," as saith St. Peter, 

in virtue of their being " memhers" of the spi- 
ritual " body;' of which « the CHRIST;' the 
^'anointed One," is the ''head,''' 

Wherefore, if the orthodoxy of this Com- 
mentary be doubted, let not its statements be 
tried at a human, but at a Divine, tribunal ; for 
the appeal is not to man's judgment, but to the 
infallible testimony of the Word of God, — That 
gracious Word, which nowhere tolerates the infidel 
plea of obscurity, or diversity of interpretation, 
to evade the individual responsibility which is 
attached to every one, within the reach of 
the Divine proclamation of mercy. The inspired 
Psalmist, of Israel, fully acknowledges the suffi- 
ciency of the Divine Word, as a rule and a guide, 
when he gratefally exclaims, " Thy Word is a 
lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path," 
And the Apostle Paul, in the most comprehensive 
language, asserts the same most precious and 
most important truth, when, to the Christian 
reader of the Word, he saith now, as he declared 

2 Tim. iii, to Timothy of old, " The Holy Scriptures are 
^^■"l''- able to make thee wise unto salvation, through 

faith which is in Christ Jesus." 

* So caUed after their Divine Master XpivTiavovc, "Chris- 
tiana" or anointed ones. 
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Wherefore, if any argument has been omitted 
which should have been urged, or objection over- 
looked, which should have been answered, the true 
remedy is to be found in complying with the 
Divine exhortation : 

"Search the Scriptures!*' 

As, in the introduction, a passage from the 
prophecies of Isaiah was cited from the speech of 
a champion of the " Protestant Rule of Faith,''* 
in vindication of the great principle — ^that Holy 
Scripture is its own safest and best interpreter — 
so would the author of this Commentary bring his 
remarks to a conclusion, by a reference to the 
same warning of the evangelical prophet, when, to 
tradition-lomng and tradition-deceived Israel, he 
exclaimed, — 

" To the law and to the testimony : if they 
speak not according to this WORD, it is because 
there is no light in themr — Isaiah viii. 20. 
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Note A.— (Page 27). 
It is an error to suppose that to refer the words, 
" upon this rocky'' to the doctrine confessed by Peter, 
is a mere ProtestamJt gloss. Centuries before the age 
of Luther this same interpretation was maintained 
by some of the most eminent of the early writers, 
or " Fathers," of the Church, as they are termed. 
Pool cites ^^HUa/ry, Chryaostom, Gregory ^^^ Nysse- 
nus, or of Nyssa, and *^ Cyril;'" and this in support 
of his own opinion of the passage in question, as 
follows : " Super Jumcfidem^ vel con/essionem, qud 

mejilium Dei Vivi dixiatV ' Upon this faith^ or 

confession, by which thou hast catted me the Son of 
the Living God^ The doctrine, therefore (according 
to this able commentator), and not the Apostle, by 
whom it was confessed, is the " rock " upon which 
the Lord declared that He would build His Church. 
(See Pool's " Synopsis Criticonmh") This decision, 
of the learned Pool, would have been more satisfac- 
tory, though not more true, if, together with the 
assertion of the fact, he had shown the process, step 
by step, which, fairly and according to rule, led to 
the conclusion he has so clearly stated. 
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"Perrone" (Cardinal du Perron), says an able 
(query Anglo) Italian author, in a work recently 
published, and entitled, " Delia Sv^emazia Pa/pale^ 
Ac," pp. 13, 14 (printed at Florence, by "Rapfaele 
Trombetta") — "Perbonb cites seventeen Fathers 
{diciasette Padri), that interpret the words of our 
Lord, by referring them, directly, to the individual 
person of St. Peter ; whilst of those who refer them " 
(the Lord's words) " to the confession of St. Peter, 
there are not less than forty-four (^non ve ne aono 
meno di qym'cmtaquati/roY and, of these, nine were 
Popes. 

The same author adds, that '^Launois and Du 
Pin," reckoning the same number of forty-four 
(amongst whom are ten Popes), mentions four Coun- 
cils, as maintaining that the " rock " was the con- 
fession, and not the Apostle himself. Of these 
Coimcils, the author (at p. 14) emphatically re- 
marks, that "Nice, CoinStantinople, and Trent, 
should suffice to satisfy every sincere Eoman Catho- 
lic." " E Nizzo, Oostcmtmopoli e Trento * dovreb- 
hero bastare per sodis/are qucdunque sincero Gattolico 
Tomanjo,^^ 

The nine Popes named (as given by Du Perron) 
are Felix III., Gbegoby I., Adrian I., Nicholas L, 
John VIIL, Stephen VII., Innocent IL, Adrian 
IV., and Urban IIL 

The author thinks it necessary to mention that 
this Commentary was intended to be published at 
the date named at the close of the Introduction ; 
but (by advice) it was deferred to late in the autumn, 

♦ Decret. SS. Cone. Tria. Sess. III. 



NOTES. 93 

aa a more fitting season of the year. It was 
while the MS. was in the press, that the author 
received a present of a copy of the " Suprbmazia 
Papale," (fee. It is possible, therefore (for but a few 
pages have as yet been read), that this clever Anglo- 
ItcUian book may have anticipated some of the 
arguments of this Commentary. Should it be the 
case, the circumstance is purely accidental, and the 
author guiltless of plagiarism. 



Note B.— (Page 29). 

With this use of the metaphor {'* Keys"), the 
Jews are said to have been familiar. ^^Avihority to 
explain the lorn am.d the prophets was given amwng 
the JewSf by the delivery of a key. And of one RahH, 
Samuel, we read, that, after his death, they put his 
key ami his tablets into his coffin, because he did not 
deserve to have a son to whom, namely, he might 
leave the ensigns of his offi>ce. If the Jews reaUy 
had such a custom, in our Saviou/i^s time, the above 
expression*^ (the key of kiwwledge) "may seem a 
beautiful reference" See Parkhurst (on the word 
kXcTc), who cites Grotius and Camaro, in Pools 
" Synopsis'^ 

A learned critic and commentator, who will again 
be quoted in the course of this work, remarks, upon 
the subject of " the keys," as follows : " The use of 
the keys serves two purposes ; namely, for shutting 
and for opening ;" and that " these keys are not 
said to be two. By one and the same key (t^) is 
both shut and opened. " Ad duaa res valet 
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u8tL8 dcmum, ad claudendum et ad aperiendv/m ; 
ipsce cloves non dicumtwr esse BIJJE, UnA eadem- 
qtie clave et cloMditwr et aperitur, 

(D. Joh. Albert! Beugellii, Gnomon, Novi Tes- 
tament!, Ac, &c., p. 101 ; Matt xvi. 19, 21.) 

In the learned commentary, upon the New Tes- 
tament, by Bengel, — "Z>. Joh, Alberti Bengellii, 
Gnomon, Novi Testament%^ Ac, — it is stated that 
Petroa and petra are used synonymously, both of 
them, like the word " Cephas,'' in Syriac, standing 
for one and the same name, — ''quKMre hose dtio, 
Uirpa et Ukrpoc, sUmt, pro uno nomine, sicut ubi,nque 
nom^en, Kepha, legitwr in Syriaco,** This author, 
however, decidedly rejects the Romish notion of 
Peter's being the absolute basis of the Church ; 
directing special attention to the distinction be- 
tween the expressions, " I will hmld,'^ and " I will 
found,'* the Lord using the former but not the 
latter term. — " Non, dicit super hac ^tx2L fwndaho'* 
but (oijco^o/i^ffo)) asdificoho'' Hence, this commen- 
tator broadly maintains that Feter is not the 
foundation ; — " Petrus tamhen non est fvmda- 
Tnentvmh,'' — In order to give force to this view, it is 
prefaced with a pungent caution ; for, playing upon 
the word, Petbus, and using the feminine, instead 
of the masculine, termination, making it the " rock " 
instead of the ^^ stone,'' the commentator says — 
** Let the Romom Peter (pet/ra) beware lest he fall 
under the censure (or judgment) of the 23rd 
verse :" — Videat petra romana, ne cadat sub censu- 
ram versHs 23, viz. : — " But He " (the Lord) 
" twmed and said u/nto Peter, Get thee behind me, 
Satan ; thou art an offence wnJUr me; for thou 
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sommreBt not the things tfuU be of God, but those 
thai be ofmm»^ — Matt. xvi. 23. 

Note C— (Page 30). 

It seems that St. Paul's language, in regard to 
the indispensableness of ^^ preachmg^*^ in order to 
the obtaining oi faith and of salvation, has been not 
a little misapplied. The Church has, doubtless, just 
cause to prize, as a means of grace, a feiithful expo- 
sition of the volume of inspiration, as now possessed 
in its completeness. But the Apostle's question, 
" how com they hewr vA£howt a preacher /' and his 
declaration, — ^that " it pleased God, by the foolishr 
ness of preaching, to save them that believe," have 
a reference to those who could know nothing of 
the way of salvation, but by the sole medium of an 
oral ministry. Hence it follows that the oral 
teachers, or preachers, the chief amongst whom 
were directly *'sent" by God, as the sole deposi- 
taries of His revealed truth, were most appropriately 
designated by St. Paul, *^ An^assadors for Christ*^ 
(2 Cor. V. 20), they, cdone, being acquainted with 
the mind and the will of God. 

These observations are by no means intended to 
depreciate the precious privileges of a faithful minis- 
try, and the blessings accruing to the Church from 
an earnest, eloquent, and thoroughly-enlightened ex- 
position of the Gospel ; but, simply, to induce reflec- 
tion, and to draw attention to a fact, too commonly 
overlooked ; namely, that while t^inspired lips may 
convey a faithful exposition of the word, the word itself 
was, and could only be, proclaimed by lips, or pens, 
inspired. Hence ^' ambassctdors for Christ " cannot 
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be applied to uninspired Ministers, but with due 
reservation, and in a very subordinate sense ; their 
every statement needing to be tested by a " WRIT- 
TEN " Gospel, which, cUoney can give validity to a 
preacher's exposition. This seemly and needful 
qualification, of the title of " aTnbassachra" is not 
unfrequently overlooked, in the earnestness of a dis- 
course, which may be most faithful and effective. 
Nevertheless, godly and able Clergymen will bear 
with the reminder, that their position, their autho- 
rity, and their power, never rise to this exalted 
height, of the Gospel meaning of an amhasBodw^ 
ship, even in the most eloquent expositions of the 
truth; save, when quoting the very language of 
inspiration, they can say, " Thus sadth the LORD." 
The writer ventures upon these, somewhat bold, 
remarks, his experience teaching him that they are 
not uncalled-for; and cannot, therefore, be alto- 
gether lost and unprofitable, their object being not 
to disparage the preacher, but to give due honour to 
Divine revelation. Is this "to make a mem cm 
offender for a word ? " Not so. A holy jealousy 
forbids that a fallible exposition should be called 
"the Gospel," lest the hearer grow familiar with 
the thought, as well as with the expression ; and, at 
length — since vse, undisputed, soon takes the force 
of law — ^the word of frail and changeful man, be 
taken as the Word of Him Who is The Truth, and 
that Changeth Not ! Encroachment is a trespass ; 
and trespass on the truth is sin. 

Note D.— (Page 32). 
" Claude, Bp. of Turin " (early in the ninth cen- 
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tury) " asserted" — ^in opposition to the great dogma 
of the Papal supremacy — "<Ae equality of all the 
Apostles with St. Peter ; ami maintained that Christ 
was the only head of the Chwrch" 

"Dissertations on the Prophecies," byBp. Newton, 
p. 588. 

Note E.— (Page 40). ^ 

Bp. Newton, in his ^^ Dissertations on the Pro- 
phecies'*'' (p. 662), has (in a note) the following quota- 
tion, to which he attaches credit : " Romanfius pontv- 
feXf in Sud tia/rd hoc ipswn nomen inscriptimh hahuity 
Mtsterium, avroTrrai, ipsi testati sunt ; et cv/m id 
Jacobus Rex ohjiceret, Lessius nega/re non potuit.^ — 
" The Pope of Rome had this very name Mystery 
inscribed on his mitre ; which they who saw it tes- 
tified ; a/nd when King James objected this^ Lessius 
could not deny it^ The writer has somewhere read 
that Pope Julius II., finding this word engraved 
on his tiara, had it erased, and " Julius Secimdus 
Papa " substituted. 

Note F.— (Page 41). 
Parkhurst, in his Greek and English Lexicon, 
regards the Syriac word, Kiy^ac (Cephas, " a stone ") 
as equivalent to nhrpoq (Petros, "a sUme^^\ and, 
therefore, used by our Lord synonymously with 
nkrpa (Petra, "a rock"). For, although authors are 
cited to prove that " UkrpoQ doth ahoays signify a 
stone, amd never a rock" yet Parkhurst, likewise, 
cites opposing authority, in support of his impres- 
sion ; that Petra woxdd have been used, instead of 
Petros, but for the unsuitableness of a "feminine" 
noun, as a surname for a man. Liddell and Scott, 
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in their Classical Lexicon, do not admit a like 
meaning of Petros and Petra ; but, on the contrary, 
positively distinguish between them, asserting that 
no ^^good authors'* use ^^ Pel/ra, a rock,'' for ^^ Petros ^ 
a single stone,^* Beza, however, in his Latin New 
Testament, at John i. 43, uses Cephas and Petra as 
synonymous terms. " Tu vocaberis Cephas, quod est, 
Si interpreterisy Petrar 

Parkhurst notices the French and the Italian 
translations of the text, in their respective versions. 
The former renders the two Greek words (Petros 
and Petra) " stone" and " rock," by the one mas- 
culine noun, "Pierre;" the latter, the Italian of 
Diodati, preserving the verbal difference of the 
original text, by rendering "Petros" by "Pietrro" 
and "petra" by " pietra ;" seemingly, because of 
the impropriety of giving a feminine termination to 
a masculine proper name. Parkhurst cites but one 
French version, that by David Martin ; thus, Tu 
es Pierre, et swr cette pierre f edifierai mon iglise," 
&c. OsTERVALD differs, in his version, only, by sub- 
stituting the word, bdtirai for edifierai. It is gene- 
rally admitted, however, that the best French version 
is by D, Martin. 

Note G.— (Page 4L) 
{"A perfect equality,'')— A previous note, upon 
this subject, contains an appeal to a venerable 
authority ; but, as that authority is human and 
fallible, a reference to the Holy Scriptures is indis- 
pensable in the way of decided proof. The inquiry, 
addressed to the Lord by St. Peter, as to future 
exaltation of himself and his brethren, in the coming 
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kingdom and glory of the Redeemer, draws from 
his Divine Master an answer that seems, at once, to 
settle the point at issue. 

The Apostle, somewhat ambitiously, demands — 
" What shall we hcwe therefore V The reply is, — 
" / 8wy wato y^ii, That ye which home followed me 
in the regeneration, when the Son of Mem shall sit on 
the throne of His glory, ye also shall sit upon twelve 
throneSy judging the twelve tribes of Israel,^ (Matt, 
xix. 27, 28 ; Luke xxv. 28, 29, 30.) Here there 
is no pre-eminence to be discerned; save in the 
" throne of glory ^^ which the Lord, alone, will 
occupy. The twelve thrones, appointed for the 
twelve Apostles, are undistinguishable, each from 
the other, in point of elevation, or costliness, or dig- 
nity ; the figure suggesting that, in these respects, 
they are all alike. 

A similar lesson is taught by the Book of Reve- 
lation, its figurative language presenting the same 
idea of a most perfect equality. The wall of '* tlie 
Holy Jerusalem'^ is represented as having " twelve 
foundations, and in them the names of the twelve 
Apostles.^* And *^the twelve gates were twelve pearls; 
every several gate was of one pea/rl (Rev. xxL 
12, 14, 21.) 

As infinite wisdom dictated this metaphorical lan- 
guage, that same wisdom employed terms suited to 
the ideas they were meant to convey, delineating, 
with unerring faithfulness, the subject represented. 
It is concluded, from this premiss, that the '* twelve 
thrones" the " twelve foundatuyns,'* the " twelve 
gales^^ and the " twelve pearls,*^ — ^being all of them, 
severally, and alike, appropriated to **the twelve 
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ApoBtles^^ — each individual Apostle partook, with his 
brethren, a like position and condition, no one 
Apostle being greater, or less, than another. But 
if it be admitted that, in his txTne state, Peter pos- 
sessed a god-like pre-eminence above his apostolical 
companions ; and not only so, but, also, that he 
transmitted, to the remotest period of time, a 
similar pre-eminence to his, so-called, " Stuxessorsy^^* 
it follows, of necessity, that if, in his eternal state, 
he is to obtain no more than an eqiiol share of glory 
with his fellow-apostles, he is, compa/ratively, a loser 
by the exchange, from the earthly to the heavenly 
condition, the latter, in point of eminence, being 
inferior to the former. We, therefore, reasonably 
and scripturally, conclude, that there existed a per- 
fect equality of rank, position, and glory, amongst 
the Apostles, when upon earth, even as there is, 
and will be, amongst them in heaven. 

Note H.— (Page 44). 

The question of the supposititious journey of 

St. Peter to Rome, and of his being its first Bishop ; 

the investigation of the claim to temporal dominion , 

as derived from the pretended gra/nt of the Emperor 

* " Succmors,'*— The Apostles were *^ chosen" as "wi<- 
nesses" because personally acquainted with the Lord. This 
was an essential of their apostleship. St. Paul, though mira- 
culously *' chosen/* yet appeals, in support of Jiis apostolical 
title^ to his having "»ee» the Lord.'' This bemg so, there 
may be a succession, as to the doctrine; but none, as to the csfice 
of the Apostles. {See Luke xxiv. 48 ; John xv. 27 ; Acts x. 
39, 40, 41 ; 1 Cor. ix. h and xv. 8 ; 1 John i. 1, 2, 3 ; 
1 Peter v. 1, &c., &c.) 
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Constantine ; and the thorough sifting of the sham 
*^ DecretaUy^ whereby the spiritual authority (as 
received, by succession, from St. Peter) is chiefly 
made to rest, as ^ upon this Rock /' are admirably 
conducted to an apparently 4;rue issue, in a work 
by an able and indefatigable English Layman. The 
Second Edition of this Treatise was published 
(in Italian), at Turin, in 1861, with the following 

Title ; viz. :— 

" Impossibilita Storica 
**del Viaggio 

" S. Pietro a Boma, 
" Dimostrata ; 
*^ Soatituendo alia Falsa Tradizione,'' 
La Vera, 

TORINO : 

Tipografia Glavdiana, Diretta da Rajff^, Trombetta. 

1861. 



IVanalation. 

" TJie Historical impossibility 
of the journey 

of 

St, Peter to Rome, 

Demonstrated ; 

Siihstituthuj the True for the False Tradition,'' 

(SsCf dec. 
The translation of this very erudite and well- 
reasoned treatise, into English, would be a benefit to 
the cause of truth. 

The astute author demonstrates, very satisfactorily, 
that the " Babylon," which the Apostle mentions 
(1 Pet. V. 13), is not to be understood in a figura- 
tive, or mystical, but in a literal sense. And that 
the Jews, at that period, dwelling in Babylon, 

H 
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amounting to many thousands, St. Peter, as the 
Apostle of the Circumcision, preached to them the 
Gospel. It is added that the Church of Babylon 
had its martyrs ; and that one of its Bishops took 
part in the Council of Nice. 

It is, likewise, and apparently, very fairly proved, 
that the tradition of the simultaneous martyr- 
dom of the two Apostles, Peter and Paul, under 
the persecution by the Emperor Nero, are not to be 
understood as occurring at the same placet but at 
the same time ; so that while St. Paul suffered at 
Home, St. Peter was put to death in the East. 

Note I. — Page 48. 
" TiUe of PriesV^ — That able controversialist, 
the late Rev. Edward Tottenham, in a speech 
upon the Sacrifice of the Mass, thus expressed him- 
self : — ** I don't know how our friends, on the other 
side, will be pleased, when I endeavour to point 
out that a/nother essential thing required, to con- 
stitute the Mass a proper and propitiatory sacrifice^ 
is no less than a SACRIFICING PRIEST TO 
OFFER it." . . . . ^* I beg to state that 
there is no such officer, under the New Testament dis- 
pensation, as a sacrificing priest,ea>c^t Christ Himself, 
The English term, ' priest,' may be sometimes used 
as being a corruption, or a contractiou, of the term 
'Presbyter/ (Greek Trpeapvrepos), which means 
simply an Elder, or Minister, and is quite a different 
word from that which would be translated * sacri- 
ficing priest.' I contend for the position I have 
laid down; and I ask for proof that the term, 
* sacrificing priest,' (itpevg,) is ever applied to any 
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single individual, except Christ, under the new 
dispensation. But besides speaking negatively, I 
speak also positively ; and I call your attention to 
the 7th chapter of Hebrews, and the 23rd and 24th 
verses, where you will find a very expressive and 
remarkable passage. The Apostle says, — * The 
others (t. 6., priests of the Levitical dispensation) 
were made mcmy priests, because, by reason of death, 
they were not suffered to continue ; but this (Jesus) 
for that He continueth ever, HATH AN EVER- 
LASTING PRIESTHOOD.' 

" Our opponents will recollect what is the ori- 
ginal word, in the last clause of this passage. The 
expression is strong enough, if we merely take the 
words of the Douay Bible ; Christ * hath an everlast- 
ing priesthood;' but the more accurate rendering 
of the word {airapaparov) is. He hath a priesthood 

WHICH CANNOT PASS PROM ONE TO ANOTHER. If, 

then, Christ hath a priesthood which cannot pass 
from one to another, that is, which is confined to 
Himself, I ask, What authority hath the Church 
of Rome for the office, of sacrificing priests, which 
they profess to hold ? They are intruding into the 
office which belongs solely to Christ, * because He 
continueth/or ever,' instead of contenting themselves 
with the miaisterial offices which Christ has reaUy 
appointed. Now, if there be such an office, as I 
contend thei*e is not, let the gentleman remember 
that 7 cuk for proof; if proof cannot be adduced, 
they are destitute of another essential requisite to 
make the Mass available as a propitiatory 
sacrifice." 

Again: "The two particular essentials, which 

H 2 
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I then noticed, and of which I maintained the 
Mass to be destitute, were, first, * the destruction of 
the victim ; ' and, secondly, * a 8(uyirificing priest to 
offer it.^ I challenged our antagonists to prove 
from Scripture that there is any such officer, under 
the New Testament dispensation, as a aacrifidng 
priest, except the Lord Jesus Christ Himself" 

Mr. Tottenham sums up his remarks upon the 
subject of the Komish heresy of the priesthood, a& 
follows : — " The Rev. gentleman complains that I 
charged him with usurping the priesthood of Christ ; 
and then he teUs us they do not pretend to succeed 
to His priesthood, or to be equal with Him, but 
only to be *His delegates.* I never said they 
claimed equality with Christ ; but I said they 
claimed to be sacrificing priests ; amd the cha/rge of 
usurpaHon followed, in my judgment, necesswrUy on 
this, I am glad of Mr. B.*s confession, that Christ 
is once, and for ever, in His priestly office ; for 
this confession makes my argument more easily 
applicable." 

"If Christ be the ordy sacrificing priest under 
the Christian dispensation, (as I contend He is, and 
no proof has been adduced, on the other side, to the 
contrary,) then we think it follows, that the Roman 
Catholic priesthood, professing to exercise (as they 
do when they celebrate Mass) the office of sacrificing 
priests, intrude into the office which is only His ; and, 
on the other hand, having no real claim to the 
office, the sacrifice which they offer continually 
(that is, the Mass) cannot be ' a true, proper, and 
propitiatory aacrifi^ce* " 

In addition to the above, it may be remarked, 
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that the term " priest " occurs in the New Testament 
about thirty times, but never once, as applicable to 
a Christian Elder, Minister, Bishop, or Deacon. 
The '^judicious'' and, certainly, learned and stren- 
uous, champion of the ^^ polity'^ of the Church of 
England, admits that *^In truth tlie word 'Fres- 
hyter ' doth seem Tnorefitj and, in propriety of speech, 
more agreeable, than the word ^ Priest,^ with the whole 

drift of the Gospd of Jesus Christ'' " The 

Holy Ghost, throughout the body of the New Tes- 
tam&rU, making so much jnention of them*' {the 
Presbyters), ^^doth not anywhere caU them Priests'* 
(Hooker's Eccl. PoL, b. v., p. 319.) When it is 
borne in mind that Hooker was, himself, an "or- 
dained Priest," the modification, by which, seem- 
ingly, he would fain weaken the force of his judg- 
ment, rather serves to enhance the power of his 
censure, and to give it strength. 

A zealous Minister, once, directed the writer's 
attention to the word 'Upovpyowra* (Rom. xv. 

• This word (hierourgounta), if turned to the account of 
the priestly hypothesis, must, of course, be applied to the 
administration of Baptism and of the Lord's Supper. That 
these sacred ordinances, in their due administration, requii*e 
the special service of the Christian Minister, results, almost 
necessarily, from a reverential regard to the Divine command 
— a command that cannot be neglected — **Let all things be 1 Cor. xiv. 
done decently and in ordery But that decency and order 40. 
involve priestly ministration, is a non seqwitur, an argument 
not likely to be admitted. 

A fact, or two, from the history and from the teaching of 
St. Paul, may serve to elucidate this subject. We read that, 
on an occasion ** when the disciples came together to break 

bread, Paul preached imto them " " And contimied his -^^ ^^* 7* 

speech until midnight" This coming «' together to break bread " 
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16), charging, at the same time, the celebrated 
Hooker with am, oversight (!), for not having 

is justly held to signify the holy Oommunion, the *• bread, by 
a synecdoche, comprehending the two elements of the Divine 
ordinance. It was, therefore, a special occasion, and, as such, 
fitted to serve as an example, for time to come, if Paul then 
exercised a priestly function. But the inspired narrative, 
in reference to any such sacerdotal administration, is perfectly 
silent ! Nay, so mute is the record, that it is only by a 
reasonable inference, that St. Paul may be understood as 
partaking of the holy Communion at all, his apostolical charac- 
ter being merged in that of the Christian disciple ! But it is 
not so, as to that, which the Apostle, avowedly, considers to 
be his chief duty and his most exalted calling. For, in the 
matter of his ** precuhing" the history is not mute, but " trum- 
pet-tongued J*'' 

And is not this silence, or ignoring, as to any sacramental 
ministration by the hands of the Apostle, as significant as the 
stress laid upon his ^*' preaching ? " In these respects, — viz., 
as to pre-eminence, in the ministry, of " the Word of God," 
and the absence of all mention of priestly consecration and 
administration, — the inspired record is, to the full, as marked, 
with regard to *' James, Cephas, and John,'^ as it is in 
reference to St. PauL For when, and where, are these Apos- 
tles (" wJio seemed to bepiUars^*) said to have ** administered,^* 
otherwise than as Elders and Preachers ? 

But if this total absence of priesting — if the term be 
admissible — concerning ^* the sacrament " of the Lord's Supper, 
be apparent in this notice of St. Paul, how much more so is it 
manifested in regard to the ministration of the other sacra- 
ment, namely, that of Baptism ! To the Corinthian Church, 
he writes : —** I thank Qod that J baptized none of you, but 
1 Cor. i. Critpas and Qaius ; lest amy should say that I baptized in my 
1^ ^*' own name. And I baptized also the house of Stephana/s: 
besides, I know not if I baptized any other. If support, to 
the sacerdotal theory, can be discovered in the foregoing broad 
and lucid declaration, the same ingenuity, that eliminates the 
Evangelical element from that statement of the Apostle, may 
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availed himself of a passage so much to his pwrpose ; 
that is to say, in de/eTuse of the title of Priest. To 
this it was answered, that Hooker was too ^^judir- 
doiis** to use, in a literal, a term employed, hy 
St. Paul, in a Jigurative, sense. Compare Isaiah 
Ixvi. 20 with Bom. xv. As examples of this sacri- 
jwial turn of thought and expression, see, also, 
Rom. xii. 1, and PhiL ii. 17. Query : Were the 
G&ifUUe and Jewish converts to be slam and bwtnJt 
upon an altar, as an offering ? Hooker, if he had 
to choose between doubtful meanings of a word, 
was much too able a critic not to select the sense 
most in accordance with the general statements of 
the Gospel. But he appears to have had no doubt 
upon the subject. Both Parkhurst, and Liddell, and 
Scott render UpovpyovvTa to kvayykXiov, as " mmister' 
i/ng the Gospel.'* 

Again, according to our authorized version, 
AsiTovpyol (Bom. xiii. 6), "ministers,** applied by 
the Apostle to ^'magistrates,** and XuTovpyiKd, " nUnis- 
tering,** as applied to the ^'a/ngels** (Heb. i. 14), 
terms claimed by the Sacerdotists, as signifying 
priestly and sacrificial service (like Upovpyew), afford 
no support to the Bomish heresy. But Protestants 
are greatly deceived if they imagine that Horns, 
alone, is eager to take advantage of every word 
that may seem to sustain this ancient and widely- 
spread error. Not a few, clerical and lay-members, 

contrive to produce a similar result from the assertion of 
St. Paul, which follows, viz., — ** For Christ sent me not to 
baptize, hut to preach the OospeV* To the writer's apprehen- 
sion, this passage, of itself, suffices to dispose of the entire 
question. 
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of our Establuhed Church, are quite as ready, as 
the Bomanists, to turn such terms and expressions 
to a similar account. 

But, while these usurpations and perversions 
are positive injuries to the Churchy it is a 
delusion to suppose that they are a real gain to 
those by whom the evils are inflicted. For the 
presbyter, who grasps at the shadowy priesthood, 
hgicdUy^ relinquishes his hold upon the priesthood 
which is spiritual and substantial ; the carnal and 
the spiritual being incompatible the one with the 
other, and their co-existence, under the New Testa- 
ment dispensation, being a theological contradic- 
tion, and, therefore, an impossibility. 

It is probable that the introduction o£ priesthoody 
and of sacrificey has the very early date, in the 
Christian Church, which is claimed for it by theolo- 
gians, who regard antiquity as a pledge for truth. 
Yet there appears to be a doubt whether priesthood 
was " developed *' before the end of the thvrdf and 
sacrifice before the commencement of the fourth, 
century. 

But the Judaizing spirit — ^that fruitful source of 
error — ^manifested itself in the days of the Apos- 
tles — {See the Epistle to the Galatians)— ^nd with- 
out taking into account the love of '^ pre-eminence^^ 
(iii. John 9, 10,) this spirit of Judaism would, of 
itself, suffice to '^develop,'* in the course of a 
very few years, the antichristian triad of Priest, 
Altar, and Victim, or Sacrifice. This deve» 
lopment (as it is called by a certain school) 
was greatly assisted by a plausible, but, as the 
writer humbly submits, most erroneous, system of 
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theological reasoning, — namely, from carnal to 
ccvraal^ and from type to type; instead of arguing 
from carnal to vjpimiAJMl^ and from type to cmti- 
type. 

But, as the majority of persons are more impressed 
by authority than by reasoning, and prefer to take 
their religious opinions, as it were, at second-hand 
— rather than searching for truth, directly, at its 
inspired source— the judicious Hooker may again 
be quoted in regard to a question of " Boxrifice^'* since 
he has been cited on that of "priesthood.** Con- 
cerning the latter, Hooker saith — "Touching the 
mvnial/ry of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, the whole body 
of the Church being divided into Laity omd Clergy, 
the Clebqy abb eithek Presbyters or Deacons." 
It follows that, if there be no Priest, there can, 
according to Hooker, be no sacrifice. But he leaves 
not the question to be met negatively; he deals 
with it positively — " The Communion of the blessed 
body amd Hood of ChrisV* *^ hath pro- 
perly now NO SACRIFICEr^{" Ecdes. Folitie., 
book v., p. 319. JEd, 1662.") A sentence against 
the triad, sweeping away, at a stroke, the whole 
system of sacerdotism — and by an authority so 
much revered as that of Hooker — could no more be 
expected to remain, without gloss or comment, 
than could the Holy Scriptures, without explana- 
tory notes, be left in the hands of the laity by the 
Church of Bome. Accordingly, in a modern edition 
of the "Ecclesiastical FoUty," the quotation, in 
denial of Sacrifice, has a note appended by Dr. 
Waterland, (representing, of course, the views of 
the Rev. Editor and his party,) as follows — "I 
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commend not the iise of suck lamguage ; he the Tneom- 
ing ever so right, the Fathers never so used it.'* 
Mark! "BE THE MEANING EVER SO 
RIGHT " — i, e., be it ever so scriptural ! 

Compare these anti-protestant censures, upon 
the words of Hooker, with the following truly 
Christian sentiments, so unequivocally asserted by 
the faithful witness, already quoted at the close of 
the Introduction to this Commentary. 

" The Refo. GenUemcm " (Mr. Tottenham's oppo- 
nent) " hxjus, at all events, confessed the pact, ihaJt no 
sTich tide AS SACRIFICING PRIEST is allied to Minis- 
ters of the Gospd in the New Testament.'* .... 
" A sacrificing priest is necessary, in order that there 
may be offered a proper amd propitiatory sacrifice. 
There is no sacrificing priest under this dispensa- 
tion, except Christ Himself ; therefore, there can be 
NO proper propitiatory sacrifice, except tha^ which 
Christ Him>selfosCE offered." 

It would occupy too much space, were the auxi- 
liary arguments, — usually resorted to by Romish 
and Anglican champions of priestly assumption,— 
introduced here, and, with those arguments, the 
masterly refutation they received from Mr. Tot- 
tenham. Suffice it to say^ that the sacerdotal use 
of the terms upovpysut and Xsirovpyeu (hierourgeo, 
and leitourgeo), to ^* officiate,** "minister** &c., was 
as fully and as completely disposed of, and shown 
to be valueless, in the sacrificial sense, as the Mass 
was proved to be worthless, as a propitiatory offer- 
ing or sacrifice. 

" Downside Discussion," pages 329, 342, 343, 
and 447. 
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Note K.— (Page 49). 
" Tlis Temple!' — The Judaizing spirit which has 
mauifested itself, and has, more or less, prevailed in 
the Church, from the days of the Apostles to the 
present time, depends for support entirely upon a 
false system of analogy between the two dispensa- 
tions. For the maintainers of this system, instead 
of reasoning, b'ke St. Paul, from the Mosaical type 
to the Christian antitype, content themselves with 
moving in, as it were, a vicious circle ; and, instead 
of progressing from the shadow to the substance, 
merely pass from one shadow to another ; and, con- 
sequently, never emerge from the darkness of a 
carnal and typical, to the light of an antitypical and 
spiritual, dispensation. This corrupt method has 
already been fully exemplified in the matter of 
priesthood; the carnal and typical priest of the Old 
Covenant remaining carnal under the New. It is 
thus, likewise, in regard to the matter of the Temple^ 
logical consistency requiring that the presbyter and 
pastor, under the New Testament dispensation — 
being transfoimed into a "priest'^ — should have his 
" temple" in which to perform his sacrificial func- 
tions. But, as the apostolical doctrine admits of 
no diversity, or contradiction, the same teaching 
which excludes the priest, excludes the temple also. 
For, as the title of priest is never given to a Chris- 
tian Minister, so neither is " temple" or " chv/rchy" 
or " hotise, of God" ever given, by the New Testa- 
ment, to the place of Christian worship. Again, 
as the title of ^* priest^ is bestowed upon Christians, 
individually and collectively, so, likewise, does the 
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Gospel bestow the designation of " tmvpLe^^ " Aotwe/' 
and ^* habitation of God,'^ upon Christians, indivi- 
dually and collectively. The following statements 
of Holy Scripture will place this fact in the clearest 
light :— 
John u. 21, " Biu He spake of the Temple of Hia Body." 

1 Cor. xii. « Now ye are the body of Christ^^ 

Eph. V. 30. ** ^^ '^^ ^^^ inmnhera of His body, of His flesh, 
a/nd of His bones,^^ 

2 Cor. vi. " For ye a/re the Temple of the living GodP 
■^\- "And a/re buUt upon the foundation of the Apos- 
20—22. ties amd prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the 

chief comer stone ; in wliom all tlie building fitly 
framed together groweth unto an Holy Temple in 
the Lord : in whom ye also are builded together for 
am, Habitation of God through the Spirit" 

1 Pet, iL 5. " Te also, as lively sUmes, arte built up a Spibitual 
House, am, holy priesthood, to offer up spirittud 
sacrifices, acceptable to God by Jesus Christ** 

Heb. iii, 6. « Boit Christ as a son over His own House, whose 
House are We." 

1 Cor. vi. « What ? know ye Twt that yowr Body is the 
^^' Temple of the Holy Ghost 1 " 

1 Cor. iii. " Ifomy ^nwm defile the Temple op GtOD, him will 
^'' God destroy ; for the Temple of God is holy, which 
Temple Ye abe." 

It is evident, therefore, that the false reasoning 
which restores a material temple, perverts the truth, 
and inflicts a wrong upon the Church, properly so 
called j for it robs the believer in Christ of that 
high standing, to which the Gospel exalts him; with- 
drawing from him, also, that incentive to personal 
holiness, which pertains to his sacred condition. 
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But, no doubt, the persons who are thus uncon- 
sciously robbing the living and spiritual '* Chwrch^^ 
to exalt and sanctify the material building, fully 
believe that they honor God by so doing, and 
that their zeal is well pleasing to Him. But doth 
God love " ROBBERY ./or harni-offering ? " 

The term, " Church," so universally applied to 
the building in which Christians worship, instead 
of to the Christian worshippers, themselves, is a 
gross perversion of its Gospel meaning; and has, 
indeed, been a "material" support to the sacer- 
dotal heresy ! The word, l«icXj|crta, " Churchy'* occurs 
more than one hundred times in the New Testa- 
ment, but never once in a material sense. Acts xix. 
37 interprets the word, UpoffiaXovc, "churches;'* but, 
in this solitary instance of a material application 
and meaning, the reference is not to Christian, but 
to heathen, temples ! But the misapplication of the 
term has long, long since, been far beyond the reach 
of remedy ! 

Persons, who regard the first two or three cen- 
turies as the model age of Christianity, are, never- 
theless, earnestly, and with language approaching 
to severity, reminded by a Homily of the Church of 
England of the fact that, during a great part of 
the above period, the places of Church-worship and 
communion were called " conventicles."* 

* This word " conventicle " correaponds exactly with that 
of ** synagogue," each of the terms, in their original lan- 
guages, respectively, meaning a place of " coming,*^ or of 
** gathering, together,^'* It is, therefore, obvious that the 
Christians of the first ages, acknowledging a nearer resem- 
blance of the services of their * Church with those of the 
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It is well to notice here a grossly-taunting mis- 
application of the words of the prophet : — " Trust 
ye not in lying words, saying, The temple of the 

synagogue, than with the services of the Jewish temple ; and 
discerning no propriety in giving, to the material building, a 
designation which the Gospel appropriates exclusively to the 
worshippers theTnselves, rejected the title of church and temple , 
and chose that of " conventiole." But, notwithstanding 
this fitness and the venerable antiquity of the designation, it 
seems (and from ill-will, perhaps) to have so long been under- 
stood "in an ill aenae" and as signifying "a hotise of 
vmlawful assembly,'** (see Ainsworth's Dictionary, " Con- 
ffentietUwn,^*) that the restoration of the title, to its former 
appropriate and venerable use, is neither a probable nor a 
desirable event. With no wish, therefore, to displace the 
term " Church," it is, nevertheless, worthy of notice that, in 
connexion with a charge of priestly usurpation, the adoption 
of the designation, " Church,*^ is not without a broad and 
questionable significance. For (apart from the priestly exalta- 
tion, it tends to give to the officiating minister) the inveterate 
superstition, of place, which adheres, alike, to Protestants as 
to Romanists, readily adopts and applies an architectu/ral and 
a material meaning to the otherwise righteous aphorism, that 
" out of the CHURCH there is no salvation.''^ 

It is a remarkable fact, that not only in Britain, but 
throughout Christendom, the grandest specimens of " Church" 
architecture have, by Christians themselves, been brought 
under the sentence of cereTnonial uncleanness. For there 
is scarcely a single instance in which the most splendid of 
these structures has not been polluted (if it be, in reality, 
a temple) as a vast sepulchre ; and thus been desecrated and 
defiled by " rottenness and dead mevCs bones/* the very air 
rendered, thereby, injurious to the health of the worship- 
pers. But a charge of still greater pollution, than that of 
being a receptacle for the dead, is brought against these 
buildings ; the vast majority of them, from the day of founda- 
tion to the present moment, having, as some Christians 
affirm, been defiled by superstitious practices, and by false 
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Lord, the temple of the Lord^ the temple of the Lord, 
are these,'^ 

But, apart from the fact that this language has 
reference to persons charged with awfiil crimes — 
the/ty murder, adultery, perjury, and idolairy — ^the 
Mosaiccd dispensation could not recognise, as appro- 
priate, terms which only apply to the faithful, under 
the antitypical dispensation of the Gospel, The 
Jewish saints acknowledged no temple, but the one 
which was purely typical and material; whereas 
the Christian, on the contrary, knows of no temple, 
save the antitypical and spiritual, which is the 
Lord's " body,^* and His " members in particula/r'' 
Wherefore, they that quote the words of reproach, 

teaching, which no beauty of architecture, or regard for 
antiquity, can either justify or palliate. 

And, truly f they that prize the interests of etetmity, beyond 
those of timCf and the beauty of truth, above the perfection of 
art, must deplore the perversion of judgment, in spiritual 
things, which such numbers of these exquisite m^muments, of 
a/rchitectural genius, have, for ages, been fostering. 

But, once more, and finally, as concerns the designation. 
It is patent to the commonest observation, how easily this 
term, Chv/rch, has been made to subserve a priestly purpose in 
its m>aterial and temple sense. 

But a very high ecclesiastical authority {** Bishop of 
Chester's Charge,*' — ^late Archbishop of Canterbury, — in the 
year 1841, p. 31) has tersely and eloquently described how 
the same term has been employed, to a similar end, in a 
figurative and spiritual sense : — 

" The Chv/rch has been made, first, an abstbaotion ; and 
then a person; and then, a Saviour. The Church, thus 
invested with Divinity, has the minister oa her visible repre- 
sentative ; and he, explaining the prophetic anticipation, has 
assumed the place of GrOD." 
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addressed by the prophet to apostate' Jews — with a 
view to ridicule the title of a Christian, to be called 
" the temple of the Holy Ghost " — and so to deny the 
truth of the Apostle's declarations — do the work of 
the "devil's advocate," and would fain make, 
through man's " lie,*^ the truth of God " of rume 
effect I"" 

As to the historical accounts, of the erection of 
gorgeo'iis femes and temples, the Homily treats them 
as not worthy of the least reliance. That Ho- 
mily, moreover, reprobates unsparingly the use of 
" images " and " pictures " in our churches ; de- 
claring that, whether worshipped or not, they are 
provocations to idolatry ; and, in themselves, when 
so located, as no better than " damnahle idols" 

Would it not be deemed an utter desecration, 
in the present day, to restore the original designa- 
tion of our places of public worship, by calling 
them now, as in the early centuries, " Conven- 
ticles ?" But, if the first ages of the Church were, 
as some affirm, the hob'est in practice and purest 
in doctrine, whence comes it that the subsequent, 
less holy, and less pure, ages should be the best able 
rightly to designate the structures for Christian 
assembly and worship % Is the * model age,^ when 
it serves the purpose to discard it, no m^del age at 
all % And so, in regard to pictures and images — Is 
the denunciatory language of the Homily, altogether 
unworthy of attention and respect in the present 
day % If so, then is the solemn pledge, to the truth 
of the * Thirty-nine Articles,' at the Minister's ordi- 
nation, unredeemed ; and then is the XXXVth 
Article, in support of the Homilies, accounted of no 
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more force than are the Vlth, XXth, and XXIst, 
in regard to the Scriptures, as the * Rule of faith ! ' 

See Homily '^Against Peril of iddain^, amd 
superfluous decking of Ghwrches'^ ^^ Second amd 
Third Pa/rts ofSermony^ &c. 

But, lest the writer's meaning should be mis- 
taken, he would add, that, as regards edifices for 
Christian worship, his object is not to depreciate 
an appropriate, or even cMrtistic, style of architecture, 
whether Greek or Gothic, but solely to deprecate a 
reverence for the places to the disparagement of the 
sanctity which the Gospel ascribes to the person. 
And, in like manner, as regards a Christian 
ministry; all due honour is given to the bishop, 
the presbyter, and the deacon (if the latter, as a 
server of " tables,"* can be said to exist) ; but 
let there not be ascribed to these ministers an 
office which, in the Christian dispensation, per- 
taineth only to the Lord Jesus Christ, and to each 
individual member of the mystical body of which 
He, and He alone, is the spiritual head ; it being a 
heresy to rob the Son of God of that priesthood 
which belongs to all His believing people, in virtue 
of their union with Himself 

Note L.— (Page 59). 

^^ RehyJce cmd condemnation'^ — If this righteous 
censure and judgment, of a holy God, befel those 
who sinned against the typical offices and services, 
of the old economy, and which were only "the 
shadow of the hea/venly things /* how much greater 
the offence, in sinning against " the heavenly things 

I 
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themaehea " / In the latter case, the sin is not 
against the Aaronic and carnal priesthood, and 
merely animal sacrifices, " of hulls cmd goaU ^ hut 
against the Divine and spiritual priesthood of the 
Son of God, and of His sacrifice of Himself, " once 
for all ;^^ and, again, not only against Him, but, 
also, against every believer in His holy name. 
This daring attempt, to usurp the sacerdotal office, 
under the dispensation of the LaWy has, by the aid 
of a false, yet plausible, analogy, been boldly, and, 
with seeming imprniUy^ hitherto, attempted under 
the dispensation of the Gospel ! 

The pious Nelson, in his work on the " Fasts 
AND Festivals" (a work in high esteem in the 
Church of Englaud), says, of these priestly 
shadows, that have *^v<mished away,** — ^^ Therefore 
the SHADOW is made void, by the commg of the 
SUBSTANCE ; and God is no longer to be wor- 
shipped and believed in as a God foreshadowing and 
assuring by TYPES ; but as a God Who has per- 
formed the SUBSTANCE of what He promised:' 
(P. U.) 

Note M.— (Page 66). 

'^ edict of the Apostles, cmd Elders, and 

Brethren:* — If there be any matter, connected with 
ecclesiastical government, more expressly stated 
than any other, in the New Testament, it is the 
constitution of a Council, and a description of the 
parties, in the Church, of which that Council should 
be composed. Accordingly, to the first great 
assembly, convened at Jerusalem, must the Church, 
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in all ages, refer, as to the example which has, by a 
Divine sanction, been prescribed. If this be the 
inspired rule, which the Church must follow, it is 
evident that a scripturally-appointed Council is 
constituted of ministers and people, — ^in other 
words, of Clergy and Laity; these two bodies 
(or members of the one " body ") assembling toge- 
ther, according to their relative and due proportions. 
But, it necessarily results that a disregard of the 
inspired rule, in the formation of the Coimcil, 
vitiates the whole proceeding; for the assembly, 
failing the legitimacy of its constitution, must like- 
wise fail in the legality of its decrees, and, thus, 
deprive them of all title to respect and observance. 
Synods and Convocations, accordingly, may reason- 
ably challenge obedience, on the part of the Clergy, 
to the laws which they impose, exclusively, upon 
themselves ; but their decrees — ^if imposed upon the 
Laity, who have taken no part in the legislative 
acts — are arbitrary measures, entirely destitute 
of scriptural warrant and approval, and, conse- 
quently, may, legitimately, be disobeyed. 



Note N.— (Page 73). 

"Titles and Attributes.'*— '' Ee (the Bishop of 
Borne) exalteth himself above aU thai is called God, 
or that is worshipped, not only above inferior magis- 
trates, but likewise above bishops and primates, 
exerting an absolute jurisdiction and uncontrolled 
supremacy over all; not only above bishop and 
primates, but likewise above kings and emperors, 
deposing some and advancing others, obligino 

I 2 
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THEM TO PROSTRATE THEMSELVES BEFORE HIM, TO 
KISS HIS TOE, TO HOLD HIS STIRRUP, TO WAIT BARE- 
FOOT AT HIS GATE,* TREADING EVEN UPON THE 
ITECKjt AND KICKING OFF THE CROWN WITH HIS 

FOOT." J So much for Bomish obedience to the 
injunction to ^^ render urUo CcRSour the things tluxt 
a/re Ccesar^s,** 

Again: — "Like another Salmoneus, he (the 
Pope) is styled, and pleased to be styled. Our Lord 
God the Pope ; another God upon earth ; King 
OF Kings and Lord of Lords. The same is the 
DOMINION OF God and the Pope. To believe that 
our Lord God, the Pope, might not decree as He 
decreed, it were a matter of heresy. The power ot 
the Pope is greater than all created power, and 
extends itself to things celestial, terrestrial, and 
infernal. The Pope doeth whatsoever he listeth, 
even things unlawful, and is more than God." 
Such is Kome's compliance with the command- 
ment to render " to God the things ihaJt a/re 
God!sr 

The above quotations, in reference to Bomish 
assumptions and usurpations, are from Newton's 
"Dissertations on the Prophecies ^^ (pp. 466 and 
467). The following is the oiiginal^ of which 
the second paragraph of the quotation is a trans- 
lation : — 

" iJominus Deus noster papa. A Iter Deus in terra. 
Hex regimi, Dominus dominorum. Idem est domi- 

♦ " Ab Hildebrand, or Gregory VII., did to Heniy IV. '» 
t '* Aa Alexander III. did to Frederick I." 
J « As Celestin did to Henry VI." 
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nium Dei et papce. Credere Bominwia Dewm nos- 
trum papam non potuiaae statuere, prout atatmt,'' 
hcereticum censeretur : Fapce potestas est major omni 
postestate creatd, extenditque se ad ccdestia, terrestriOf 
et inferrialia. Papa facit qmcquid libet, etiam iUi- 
dta, et est plus quam Deus,^ 

Bishop Newton adds — " See these and the like 
instances quoted in Bishop Jewel's Apology and 
Defence; in Downham's Treatise de Antich/rtsto ; 
and Poole's English " Annotations,"* See, likewise, 
Barrow's Treatise, of the Pope's Supremacy, in the 
" Ini/rodtictianJ" 

About nineteen sovereign rulers, emperors, kings, 
and princes, are enumerated, by a writer of note, as 
having been deposed, denounced, and excommuni- 
cated by successive Popes, who thu>s rendered " to 
Gcesa/r the things that are Ccesa/r^s y " proving thereby, 
how tlwrov^ghly Eome comprehended and obeyed 
the Saviour's commands ! 

^Q Romanism Contradictory to the Bible, &c., 
&c. By the Rev, Thom>as Hwrtwdl HomSy M,A. 
Pages 39, 40. 



Note O.— (Page 82). 

The supremacy, ascribed by St. Paul to the Word 
of God, is justified by its pre-eminence in the work 
of man's salvation ; and the evidence of this pre- 
eminence is exhibited in the effect, upon the soul, 
which that Word is intended and, by the power 
of the Holy Spirit, is able to accomplish. This 
may be briefly stated under the following heads, 
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2 'Hm. iii. The Holy Scriptures, or Word of God, enlighten 

Ps. cxix. the soul, making it " wise unto salvation." 
105 & 130. 

Psal. xvii. The Word of God preserves the soul ''from the 
4,andcxix. ^t /. ,f 

133. paths 0/ THE DESTROYEB. 

Jas. i. 18. Spiritual life, or the regeneration of the soul, is 
Phil. ii. 14. ascribed to the Word of God. It is, therefore, 
1 Pet. 1.23. ^jj^^ ,, ^ ^^^ ^j, ^^^^ „ j,^^^ ,, Of Hi8(ywnwm 

BEGAT He us with the WORD of Truth;'— ''Beirig 

BORN AGAIN" "63/ the WORD of 

GOD." 

Deut. viii. The Word of God is the soul's chief aliment ; 

„ ^^ , and to be deprived of that spiritual food places man 
Matt. IV. 4. , A . .. 1 ,/ /• . »> 1 • Mi. 

Lukeiv. 4. in a state of spiritual "/owitwe, and in peril of 

1 Pet. ii. 2. eternal destruction. 
Amos vui. 

11. 
Heb xi 6 1^21^^,'' vnthout*' yf\ii(AL '' it is impossihU to phase 
Rom. X. 17. God;' ^'cometh by hecmng, arid hea/rin^y by the 

WORD o/GOD." 
Eph, V. 26. The soul is " WASHED," " CLEANSED," and 
John XV. 3; « SANCTIFIED " by " the WORD." 

xvu. 17. "^ . 

2 Tim. iii. Holy Scripture supplies all needful " instruction 
16, 17.' in RIGHTEOUSNESS ;" so that the soul "way," 

thereby, " be thoroughly furnished unto all GOOD 
WORKS." 
John xii Finally, it is by the WORD that the soul " shall " 

be JUDGED " at the Last day,'' 

Wherefore it is concluded that it is not upon 
Peter, but upon the Truth, which Peter was inspired 
to preach, that the Church of Christ is built ; and 
"against " which " the gates of hell shall n^t prevail," 
So that if there be any supremacy, which the 
ministry of St. Paul recognises, it is, not of ''James,'* 
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nor of " Cephas^^ nor of " JoJrn^^ nor of himself, but, 
of the Word op God, which "m TRUTH;" the 
Apostle of the Gentiles, both by his preaching and 
his practice, ' setting his sedt^ to the declaration of 
the inspired psalmist : — 

" Thou hast magnified Thy WORD above 
ALL Thy Name." 

" Wherefore^^ ''receive with meekness the 

engrafted WORD, which is oMe to SAVE YOUR 
SOULS."— James i. 21. 
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